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THE HON. THOMAS ERSKINE. 


— 


SIR, 


Ar rx the ample diſcuſſion which the origin 
of the war had undergone—after the unconfuted 
arguments, and the ſtrong and unanſwerable 


proofs which had been adduced by a learned and 


worthy Friend of mine,“ as well as by myſelf* in 
ſupport of its juſtice and neceſſity, I conceived 
the queſtion of aggreſſion to be finally decided; 
and was, therefore, not a little ſurprized to ſee 
the ſubject revived by you, after your party had 
obſerved, except in occaſional alluſions to the 
topic in the Houſe, a profound ſilence for more 
than two years—a ſilence which I was authorized 
to conſider as a tacit acknowledgement of their 


Inability to maintain the Poſitions they had ad- 


John Bowles, Eſq. 


„in my Letter to the Earl of Lauderdale. 
| | 'B  vanceds 


* 
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vanced.- When your intention was firſt an- 
nounced to the public, through the uſual medium 
of an advertiſement, I was naturally led to con- 
clude, that you were furniſhed with ſome new 
arguments hitherto unemployed—that you had 
diſcovered ſome new proofs hithertounexplored; 
which muſt immediately confound your adver- 
ſaries, and flaſh inſtant conviction on the 
public mind. Impreſſed with this idea, I was 
prepared to read my recantation; to acknowledge 
the force of your arguments, to admit the ſuc- 1 
ceſs of your reſearches, and to do homage to : 
the ſuperiority of your talents. On the perufal 
of your publication, however, which, be it 
remarked, I had, not leiſure to peruſe until it 
had been deemed, expedlent .o imprint ir. 
Ninth Edition” in the._zicle-page,! the ſurprize 
which. IL had experienced, on its annunciation 
became, conſiderably incxeaſed ; for I found, 


2 | 3 a: '; T3502 *T; 414 In 221 07 CH} 6 

If the number of editions through which a work paſſes were 
to be received as the teſt of its merit, the triumph of demo- 
cracy would be camplete. | For moſt of tie democratig/publi- * 
Cations have certainly had a more ra id: and extenfive ſale, than 

| thoſe which have for their object, the defence of the laws, aud 
the.preſervation of ſocial order. The fact is, that an appeal to 
Nh paſſions of men, is, for obyious reaſons,” more ſucceſsful 

a 


n an addreſs to their reaſon. Voltaire's obſervation — 
| © L!Howme eſt de glace aux veriter; illeſt de fax; pour le apts 
| is founded in an accurate knowledge of human nature. 
BM ' Beſides the ypirit of party, ever active and Wes 1 is 
| afiduous in promoting the circulation of the works of Part | 
| And the numerous editions through which 1t rapidly hurried the 
3 production of the Client (Thomas Paine) may ſerve as; an apt 
A inuaſtration of the nine editions of he Advocate, in the courſe of 
. one week. 2 N «gz . 
* N that 
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that «my - utmoR. attention was inadequate 0 
diſcover a ſingle argument, on the cauſes of the 
war, which had not been employed before, or 

one ſolitary proof in ſupport of the aſſertion 6 
yon make. —I found, in ſhort, that, amidſt the 
moſt unequivocal, profeſſions, of moderation and 
candour, ſupported by a ſtyle generally cor- 
reſponding with the ſame, you had, no doubt 
unwarily and unintentionally, ſuffered; your pro- 
feſſional habits to acquire ſuch a preponderance 
in your mind, as to limit your attention o one fide - 
of, the important queſtion which you had under- 
taken to diſcuſs ; and from the prevalence of tbe 
«dame. habits: it ariſes, that, while you expreſely -. 
diſclaim.allideagf defending the French, all your 


arguments tend to juſtiſy their conduct towards 


this country; and, in fact, you plead the cauſe 
of our enemies, with the ſame geal and energy 
which you diſplayed in the diſcharge of your 
profeſſional duty to Lord Sun N * 
Earn Pax. 

; Twill not ſtap ta inveſligate the motives which 
* induce you to take up the pen, aſter your 
party had ſuffered ſo long an interval to elapſe 
ſince they laſt ventured into the field of contro- 
verſy ; perhaps yau was encouraged: by the ſup- 
poſition that thoſe victorious arguments and tri- 
umphant proofs which. had effectually eſtabliſhed 
the ſuperiority of their opponents had been con- 
ſigned to oblivion; and that the ſtrong impreſſion 
"PE they hau ;producet], had, by the natural 


B 2 operation 
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3 enen of time on the mind of man, aided and 
quickened by a variety of favourable and con- 
current circumſtances, been ſo far worn off as to 
Juſtify the hope, that its entire removal would 
be a taſk eaſy of accompliſiment. Be that as it 
may, ſince it is your pleaſure to walk over beaten 
ground, L can have no * to e Ab 
Laps in the track. 

There is a vaſt ſhow of liberatity i in your G5. 
claration, that you make no attack upon the 
private character of Mr. Prrr. Your forbearance 
on this head will, I conceive, be entitled to the 
fame portion of praiſe as would be due to a man 
who ſhould gravely proclaim, that he meant not 
to queſtion the ſtrength of Samſon, the wiſdom of 
Solomon, or the eloquence of Demoſthenes. The 
meed of prudence, however, may ſafely be aſſigned 
to you; for, independently of the diſgrace that 
would attach to the defeat which muſt neceſſarily 
be the conſequence of ſuch an attack, the ex- 
ample might be dangerous, and ſome members 
of your party _ have juft reaſon to dread 1 its 
effects. 

But, Sir, do you mean to contend, that the 
private character of individuals has no influence 
on their public conduct? — Are you of opinion, 
-that a man who is juſt, honourable, and upright 
in all the tranſactions of private life, will not ſuf- 
fer the ſame principles to regulate his proceedings 
in public life ?—Say, Can the ſame dependence 
be placed on a RE and a debauchee, as on 

the. 


[ 
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the friend of religion, morality, and virtue? 
Can he who, in the management of his own 
perſonal concerns, has proved himſelf a prodigal 
and a ſpendthrift, be reaſonably expected to diſ- 
play, in the direction of the national revenue, 
an attention to economy and prudence? The 
moment that excellence of private character ſhall 
ceaſe to have its weight in the ſcale of promotion, 
and talents alone be conſulted in the diſtribution 
of places of high truſt and importance, the de- 
ſtruction of the ſtate will be near and inevitable. 
Virtue is her beſt prop Religion her ſureſt ſup- 
port; remove theſe grand | buttreſſes of ſocial 
order, the diſſolution: of the body politic muſt 
.enſue, and the whole ſyſtem crumble into ruins, 
Shall we, then, in diſcuſſing the pretenſions of 
rival candidates for place and power, loſe ſight of 
ſo eſſential a conſideration, and ſacrifice the in- 
tereſts of the public to a ſpurious liberality, which 
Virtue diſavows,-and Religion rejects? Was ſuch 
a line of conduq- obſerved. by the Romans in 
their beſt days? Was ſuch the rule purſued by 
their | beſt and moſt admired hiſtorians 
But you aſſert “ the freedom of hiſtory** where it 

. anſwers your , purpoſe, and oppoſe it where it 

would thwart: your views. When I ſhall have 

been convinced, that an appointment to an official 

ſituation operates with the force and effect of a 

magic wand, by producing a total change in the 

- propenſities of the heart, and the principles of 

the mind, I ſhall acknowledge the propriety of 
To, a that 
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that forbrarance, in which, at preſent, I can 
only deſcry the fymptoms of a ſelfiſh policy 
and the indications of a wily prudence. It is 
not ſurely a time, When the current of Immorality 
runs ſtrong and impetuous, when Irreligion rears 
high her hideous head, and the exiſtence of a future 
puniſhment becomes a topic! of public debate, 


for writers to relax in their efforts to ſupport and 


extend. the influence of thoſe moral and ſpiritual 
checks and reſtraints hich conſtitute the cement 
of ſociety, und ſtrengthen the: baſis of man's 
preſem and future happineſs. At ſuch a time it 
becomes thelr prcul iar duty tochold · up to public 
indignation thoſe degtnerate members of the 


community however illuſtrious their rank, ho- 


ever ſplendid their abilities - NhO offer à per- 
nieious example to the world by their open viola- 
tion of the ties of Morality, and the dutirs of 
Religion. Jou, Sir, profeſs a reſpect for both: 
and, believe mie, I give the moſt implicit credit 


to your profeſſions on this head. Indred, I am 


little diſpoſed to withhold my aſſent from any of 
your declarat ions reſpecting your ſiif. Every man 


is the beſt judge of his owh motives; and of his 


on prineipſes; and I will do youithe juſtice to 
ſay; that no or Has taken more pains than you 
have to comply with (the ſalutary admonition. 
Tide -veaioy;-=n0 man, I am convinced, has 
ſtudied more cloſely the efficacy of hir ow" 
powers the een his ton attainments 
Rr [of is bcun talents and the ſplendor 


of 8 


SR 2 
of bir oro „ Kebhapflhbentb. It is a laudable 
ſtudy, Ai the effects of i it muſt be- 'highly bene- 
ficial ro—your/elf.” 

As T do not ſtand forward as the encomiaſt of 
Mr. Pitt, but as the champion of Truth, I mall 
take little notice of your animadverſions on the 
character and conduct of the Miniſter previous 
to the year 1792. You acknowledge, that, on his 
firſt entrance into public life; he was a fincere and 
zealous advocate for a rational reform in the ſyf- 
tem of repreſentation; and though you accuſe 
him of a dereliction of principles, ſince his ac 
ceffion to power, few people will incline to admit 
theſtrength'of that evidence which is ſolely con- 
fined to his refüfal to joĩn in the more extenfi ve 
and dangerous projects. of The Friends of the 
People; and to agitate a queſtion of ſuch high 
importance as that of a Parliamentary Reform, 
at a ſeaſon when Europe is ſhiken to its centre by 
the effects of that innovating ſpirit,” in Frarice, 
which originally profeſſed 'to have nothing more 
for its object, than a moderate and neceffary re- 
form. His ſubſequent conduct will be diſcuſfed 
in the conſideration of the cauſes of the war, to 
Which I ſhall proceed, after a ſhort cmd cht bh 
one inſtance of miſreprefcncation, in which Tam 
perſonally —_— 3 


\ + 1.1 


4. The eſſential Ae between che eee of 1780 — 
thoſe of the preſent day was explained, in a clear, forcible, and 
2 manner, by the Duke of Portland and Earl Spencer, 
ä to Lord e x in a debate i in the Houſe of Lords. 
at the he begining of the Yar 1795. 


Adverting 
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Adverting to the loyal affociations formed, at 
the cloſe of the year 1792, for the expreſs pur- 
poſe of giving force and efficacy to the laws of the 
realm, you ſay that, in confequence of their eſta- 
bliſhment, “ ſociety, was rent aſunder,” and “ an 
< abſolute horror, even for liberty itſelf, became 


the prevailing ſpirit of the nation. This is a bold 


aſſertion. How a diſſolution of ſociety could be 


produced by a meaſure adopted with the ſole view 
of preſerving it from the attacks of its enemies, it 


is difficult to conceive. But as you do not con- 
deſcend to adduce any evidence in ſupport of 
your aſſeveration, I ſhall content myſelf with a 
formal and unqualified contradiftion, which, as 
a member of the firſt aſſociation, inſtitured by 
men with whom I have the pleaſure of living 1 in 
the habits of friendſhip, I feel it my duty to give 
in this public manner. To check licentiouſneſs i is, 
in my apprehenſion, the beſt means of ſecuring 


liberty; and that was the only check which the 


loyal aſſociations ever wiſhed to impoſe. You 
have the candour toexempt a part of the members 
fromthe imputations which muſt neceſſarilyattach 
to them, if their objects had really been what 
you ſtate them to be; and, indeed, a portion of 
vanity, much greater than any which you can be 


| ſuppoſed to poſſeſs, would have been requiſite, to 


inflit a cenſure upon nine-tenths of the nation, 
becauſe the enlightened few who compoſe the Op- 
poſition did not chooſe to open their eyes to the 
danger which threatened the political exiſtence of 

| the 


* 
* 


WF... 
the country. The- falutary conſequences pro- 
daced by thoſe affociations have been acknow- 
ledged by the general voice of the People; (I uſe 
the term in the Roman ſenſe; ) and were any ad- 
ditional teſtimony requiſite, the matter would be 
placed beyond the reach of doubt, by the ex- 
treme virulence which your party has univerſally 
diſplayed againſt their original promoters. 
Having followed you through theſe introduc- 
tory remarks, I ſhall now examine the grounds of 
your aſſertions on the cauſes of the war. If I 
rightly comprehend your meaning, which, let me 
obſerve, is no eaſy matter, for your general po- 
ſitions are ſo obſcured by ſubſequent modifica- 
tions, qualifications, and exceptions, that you- 
ſometimes appear © to blow hot and cold” in the 
ſame breath, you maintain, that the war was 
produced, not by the conduct of France, but by 
the aggreſſion of the Combined Powers, (in- 
cluding England,) againſt that country. I deny 
the fact in tolo. So that, on this point, we are 
completely at iſſue. | 


The conduct of the Houſe of Commons, on the ſubject of 
the pamphlet aſcribed to Mr. Reeves, will form a curious theme 
for diſcuſſion to the hiſtorian of the preſent times. While I ap- 
plaud and admire the zeal and energy difplayed by the members, 
in defence of the conſtitution, and in ſupport of the rights of the 
popular branch of the Legiſlature, I cannot but expreſs my ſurprize 
that the Houſe ſhould have adopted a mutilated ſentence as the 
baſis of a criminal proſecution; retaining only that part of the ſen- 
tence which contained the objectionable matter, and rejecting the 
other part which tended to elucidate the poſition, and which was 
abſolutely neceſſary to explain the meaning of the author. In the 
courſe of that debate, too, there were ſome points advanced, from 
very high authority, which could neither be defended on the 
ground of hiſtory nor of fact. | | 

C As 


As affertion oppoſed to aſſertion muſt ne- 
ceſſarily leave the reader in doubt, and as you 
have not thought proper to adduce any proof. 
in ſupport of your affirmation, though, by all 
the rules of evidence, the onus probandi lay 
upon you, I ſhall exhibit thoſe reaſons, and 
_ thoſe documents, on which my opinion is 
founded. = | 

You affirm, that the treaty of Pilnitz was 
framed for the deſtruction of the French con- 
ſtitution, and the diſmemberment of the 
French Empire.——This- aſſertion is directly 
in the teeth of fact. That treaty had no ſuch 
object in view. It was entered into at a time 
when the unhappy King of France, | confined 

a cloſe priſoner in his capital, was debarred, 
by the arts of a profligate Faction, the full ex- 
erciſe of thoſe rights and privileges which had 
been ſecured to him, in the moſt ſolemn manner, 
by the new Conſtitution. The only wiſh of the 
Princes who ſigned it was, to ſee the perſon 
and lawful authority of Louis the Sixteenth 
freed from a ſituation which they juſtly conſi- 
dered, as the treaty expreſſes, © to be an object 
« of common intereſt to all the Sovereigns of 
« Europe.” For this purpoſe, and for this alone, 
they avowed their readineſs to employ their 
forces, and to act with deciſion. To prove the ſin- 
cerity of their profeſſions, no ſooner was the 
King reſtored to a ſemblance of liberty n 
ſooner had he accepted the new Conſtitution, than 


they e that the declaration in queſtion 
Was 


(tt) 

was not to be ated upon: thereby furniſhing 
de the moſt unequivocal proof, that their views 
« were entirely pacific towards France.” That the 
intentions of the parties, who urged the treaty of 
Pilnitz, were really ſuch as they are here deſeribed 
to be, is clearly demonſtrated, by their reception 
of ambaſſadors from Louis, ſubſequent to his 
acceptance of the Conſtitution; and by the expla- 

nation which they entered into with the French Mi- 
niſtry. at the commencementof the following year. 
Whoever has paid attention to the fituation of 
France, and to the manoeuvres of the different 
parties by which that devoted Kingdom was diſ- 
racted at this period, muſt be convinced that the 
treaty of Pilnitz was not the caufe of the war. 
The fact is, that at that time the French Govern- 
ment knew nothing of the contents of the treaty 
of Pilnitz, but by report. That report it was the 


intereſt of the republican party, which even then 


had been formed in France, under the foſtering 
care of Conpoxcer and Br1ssor, to tnagnify ſo 
as to render it ſubſervient to their inſidious pur- 
poſe of making the People inſtrumental to the 
execution of their own treaſonable projects. It 
became, however, neceſſary to impart thegrounds 
. of their complaint to the contracting parties ; and 
what was the conſequence'of ſuch communica- 


5 «© The Contlitaticn, received by the king of 8 under 
pain of depoſition, palſied this Convention of Pilnitz, which 
Politicians have placed among the claſs of AuGgusTComapies,” — 
Reſume de L* Hiſtoire Politique de L Annie 1191, Par M. MALLET 
vu Pax. The ſame author calls this convention an in bgnificant 

and fuperfluous Convention. 
1 ES: tion? 
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tion? — Why, that the Emperor and King ef 
Pruſſia expreſsly denied that the treaty had any 
ſuch object or tendency as had been aſcribed to 
it. But notwithſtanding this denial, and not- 
withſtanding the prohibition to the Emigrants to 
aſſemble in Germany, the Faction perſevered in 
that line of conduct which they had previouſly - 
determined to purſue. It is abſurd, then, to ſay, 
that the treaty of Pilnitz occaſioned the war. 
That treaty, by the confeſſion of the French 
Themſelves, was but little known in France, even 
at the end of the year 1792, nearly nine months 
after the commencement of the war, which was 
ſolely occaſioned by the determination of the 
Briſſotin Faction to overthrow the Monarchy, and 
* to ſet fire to the four corners of Europe :”—a 

-6 See <* Hiſtoire Philoſophique de la Revolution de France, 
Tome I.— The author of this work, ſpeaking of the diſpute 
between the rival clubs of the Cordeliers and the Jacobins, in 
the ſpring of 1792, ſays; '** This great queſtion—Ought war 
to be declared againſt the Houſe of Auſtria ?—was diſcuſſed 


in the Tribune of the mother-club. The Cordeliers were ad. 
verſe to the war becauſe they thought it would tend to augment 


the credit of La Fayette. The Jacobins, on the contrary, con- 


fidered external hoſtilities as neceſſary to extend ta the neighbouring 
States that efferveſcence which manifeſted itſelf in France. —Befides, 
the incalculable expences of the war would ſupply them with 
innumerable means for effecting that ſocial diſorganization, in 
the midſt of which they hoped to eſtabliſh their empire.“ 
Tom. I. p. 120. 2 


T have good reaſon to believe that the French Government 
never obtained a copy of the treaty of Pilnitz till the commence- 
meat of the year 1793 - when one of their emiſſaries, then in 
England, and now reſident at Aliona, ſurreptitiouſly procured 
one, through the medium of a member of Oppofition ; and it is 
highly probable that ſuch alterations and additions were made to 
it, as rendered it a fit inftrument for promoting the purpoſe 
which the prevailing Faction of the day hen had in view. 


ſcheme, 


* 
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{cheme, the accompliſhment of which, in their 
apprehenſion, would be facilitated by a declara- 
tion of war. It was for this purpoſe that Dstes- 
| 8ART, a moderate, ſenſible, | and upright man, 
who. had hitherto conducted the negociation with 
the Emperor, was ſuddenly diſmiſſed; and Do- 
MOURIEZ appointed to ſucceed him. The nego- 
ciation immediately aſſumed a. different com- 


+6 %  @&4* 


This you muſt know to be the caſe; if you have 
read the correſpondence ; if you have not read 
it, you are inexcuſable in attempting to diſcuſs a 
queſtion. without taking ſuch previous ſteps as 

r 34 9344 were 


8 44 The deductions drawn from the correſpondence of the 
„ twoMinifters — ( Mefſieurs De MoxnTMorIn and DxLESSART) 
« —are corroborated by the moſt authentic facts. Every body 
* now knows that, during the years 1790 and 1791, the foreign 
« Powers made no hoſtile preparations againſt France; there 
* were no magazines, no augmentation, no movement of troops; 
tt and there was ſo little preparation of this kind, even in the 
Spring of 1792, that the campaign could not he opened by the 
Allies before the end of Auguſt, although the declaration of 
«« war, on the part of France, was known 15 months before. 
Defenſe de Louis Seize, par M. MaLover, | 

It is neceſſary to obſerve, that the fat of having proveted 
«© the-war” was alledged, by the regicides, as an inftance of 
criminality agaiaſt the King and his confidential Miniſter. | 

Le Baux, one of the members of the Executive Council, 4 

| the 


Abs 


ſtate 


(4 ) 


were indiſpenſably neceſſary to render you com 
petent to the diſcuſſion and if you have read 


it, it was a duty incumbent upon you to ſhow 


what part of it ſanctioned, in your apprehenſion, 
thoſe concluſions which, I contend, are egregi- 
buſly falſe; and which led you to juſtify the 


conduct of the French, and to condemn and 


catomniate their ei 10115 


War, however, was inſiſted upon by Baisöor 
and VXRCNWI AUD, as the only means of maintaining 
that Conſtitution which they intended it ſhould 
overthrow. Their Faction prevailed; and the 
unfortunate Monarch, though averſe from the. 
meaſure, as he expreſsly declared in the letter 
which he ſent to the Aſſembly, on the third of 
Auguſt following, gave his ſanction to the decla- 
ration of war, © in compliance with the unani- 
% mous opinion of his Council, and the Nen 
* wiſhes of his People. N 


_© The reſponſibility of this war, (ſays Maier 
* pu Pan) which has heaped more calamities on 
* France than were produced by all the wars of 
© the ſix preceding reigns, muſt fall upon the 
« party of the Girondiſts, who provoked it—on 


the puſillanimous conduct of the Legiſlative 


« Aſſembly, who decreed it—on the Briſſotin 
« Miniſtry, who forced the King to conſent to it. 


the time when war was declared, and who was afterwards exe- 
cuted, was expreſsly charged by the adverſe party © with pro- 
voking the war with England,” And the thi 'd article of accuſa- 
tion preferred againſt Rol. A x D, another member of that Council, 

J. that he had ſent ee ii millions of liures to England to 
t in procuring a declaration of war: 


«© That 


(4-13: 


That Monarch ſhed tears when he ſigned the 
t anathema thus iſſued againſt the nation; every 
* body muſt remember the deep horror diſplayed 
* in his countenance and in his voice, when he 
«© went to announce to the Aſſembly the re/olution 
*of his Chuncil. Before he complied with the 
* wiſhes of the extraordinary Miniſters by whom 
e he was ſurrounded, he made every one of them 
e {igp his opinion, which was contrary 70 bis own. 
** This paper was preſerved by his Majeſty, and, 
if Tam not miſtaken, it is now in the poſſeſ 
« ſion of Mr. MokR Is.“ 

« Lours XVI. conſidered this war as the tomb 
e of his family, of the monarchy, of France, 
* and of himſelf. In order to defeat the perfi- 
te dious views of the Briſſotins in forcing the 
« declaration of war, the King deſired that the 
rupture might not loſe any of the characteriſ- 
te ties of an ordinary foreign war between Power and 
&« Potzwer, and that the Allies would not think of 
te invading the legiſlative power of the Nation. 

This was the ſubſtance of the inſtructions 
ic which this Monarch, ſo little known, ſo ſtu- 
* pidly appreciated, ſo unworthily inſulted, 25 
« foreigners as raſh as they are ignorant, did me 
te the honour to entruſt to my care, in the month 
« of May, 1792; in order that I might tranſmit 
them to the Emperor and the King of Pruſſia, 


„ This gentleman was Miniſter from the United States of 
America to the Court of France, at the commencement of the- 
Revolution. 
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« (who were then at Franckſort, at the corona 
tion of his Royal and Imperial Majeſty,) gr 
* urge them to adopt them: 

If the Directory; who deftroy the liberty of 
* the preſs, who violate the ſecrecy of all letters, 
< who prevent the communication of all know- 
* ledge, ſhould: fuffer this paper to be publiſhed 
* 7n France, the Nation will then learn to whom 
it is indebted for all the calamities which it 
bas experienced, and will deplore the fate of 


e that Monarch who had a right to call himſelf 


« the only friend of bis People. 

This account is corroborated by the teſtimony 
of M. Drirssakr, which is to be found in a 
letter written, from his priſon at Orleans, to 
his friend M. NyckAR. Lamenting the delay 
which had taken place in the publication of 
his defence, he ſays—“ I ſhall lament, as long 


* as I live, that it could not appear at the 


* preſent period—in conſequence of the mani 
« feſtation. of what has paſſed in foreign courts ; 
jn conſequence of the DEMONSTRATION 7hat 
% zhey wwere unwilling to make war againſt us ;- 
* in, conſequence of THE UNANSWERABLE PROOF 
« that it is we who have provoked them to hoſtilittes, 
* who began them, and who have ſet Europe againſt 
* 7s.” The evidence of M. DeLEssarT, which 
is, of itſelf, deciſive, is farther confirmed by 
Br1880T himſelf, who, ſoon after the declara- 
tion of war, when exulting 1 in the ſucceſs of his 


* Correſpondance Politique, pour ſervir a L'Hiſtoire du Re- 


publicaniſme Frangais. 
3 plan 
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plan, exclaimed, * Fe made bim (the King) de- 
te clare war, in order to put bim 10 the teſt.” And 
again“ But for the war, the revolution of the 10th. 
„ Auguſt would never have taken place; but for the 
« war, France would never have been a Republic. 
Can any fact be more clearly and more firmly 
eſtabliſhed ? And yet, Sir, with this evidence 
before you, for I ſubmitted the greater patt of | 
it tothe Public two years ago, and no one has yet 
attempted to controvert or in validate it, you can 
join in the vulgar cry, and ſeek to ſtrengthen the 
prejudice which faction has propagated againſt 
the enemies of France, by ſtigmatizing, as an 
- _ aggreſſive confederacy, a league that was purely 
defenſive. The only foundation you condeſoend 
to exhibit of. an opinion ſo contrary to fact, is 
the Note of the 12th of June, 1792, preſented 
to Lord GzznviiLLs by M. CHauviLin, in the 
name of his inſulted Sovereign, who was, as I 
have ſhown, at that time ſurrounded by the very 
Miniſters that had planned his depoſition, and. 
75 2 | 44%. ; d N 
280 early as the 2oth of October, 1 91, Balsso r exerted all 
his eloquence to extort from the Legiſlative aſſembly a declara- 
tion of war. You muſt not only — ſaid he- prepare yourſelves 
for defence; - You muſt attack. And on the 2gth of December, 
in the ſame year, when called upon to explain his motives for this 
conduct, at a time when the country was expoſed. to no danger, 
he did not ſcruple to ſay, © I Sort, aue muſt have Gold to pay our 
Soldiers - < - FRANCE MUST GO TO, WAR IN ORDER TO Rf-. 
"ESTABLISH HER FINANCES, AND HER CREDIT!!!” After 
the 10th of Auguſt, 1792, CoLLoT p' Hexnors, the father of 


the French Republic, and a chief of the Jacobin patty, declated 
in the Senate, Ve auere RESOLVED 70 have aar, becauſe war 


ans to defliray Royalty { 1 1'* p | 
| whoſe 


( K 8 1 


whoſe official communications were, of courſe, 
dictated by that Council, in compliance with 
the unanimous opinion of which, he had, ac- 


_ cording to his own acknowledgement, been led 


to. ſanction the declaration of war, in contra 


| diction to the ſentiments of his own mind. On 


an opinion formed on ſuch a baſis, it would be 
a waſte of time to beſtow a comment. It wilt 
not ſtand the teſt of examination, and muſt in- 
ſtantly fall before the ſolid and © unanſwerable 
proofs” which T have brought againſt it. 

1 ſhall now proceed to confider the validity of 


; your] arguments on the queſtion of 58 1 18 . 266 


it relates to England. 

© The firſt charge you prefer aa inſt the Britiſh 
Miniſters, on this head, is, their refuſal to inter- 
fere in the diſpute between the French, and the 


Emperor and the King of Pruſſia, produced by 


the Tali which I have already detailed. With 
what propriety you, who reprobate all idea of 
interference with foreign powers, and even con- 
tradict, in that reſpect, the maxims eſtabliſhed 
by the beſt writers on the law of nations, can cen- 
fure Miniſters for not interfering, I cannot con- 
ceive; but if Miniſters had interfered, they muſt 
either have reprobated the condud of the French 
governinent, or have violated their duty ; and it 


will ſcarcely be contended, that ſuch reprobation 


would, in the temper by which the faction which 
then predominated in France was actuated, have 


been attended with the ſalutary effec of re- eſta- 


bliſhing 


| 


( 19 1 : 
bliſhing that harmony which the prevalence of 
revolutionary principles had alone interrupted, 


To aſſert, that this refuſal indicated a diſpoſition 
| hoſtile to France, is to aſſume a fact, contradicted 
by the teſtimony of the French rulers themſelves, 
as well as by your own acknowledgements. You 


admit, (p. 44.) that until the 15th of December, 
1792, the Government of this country had “con- 
« tinued to. expreſs the moff pacific diſpoſitions,” 
though in the ſame breath you tell us, that © we 
« ſhall find them «niformly and ſcrupulouſly obſervant 
« of the moſt novel punctilios, which could furniſh 
« the ſmalleft pretence for repelling peace, but 
« overleaping every rule hitherto adopted by 
« regular governments in ſeeking a juſtification 
« for war.” On theſe topics, unfortunately, 
even the French Executive Council of that day, 
withall their inyeteracy againſt England, and with 
all their gratitude to you and your aflociates—as 
expreſſed in the paper I am about to quote— 
differed from you eſſentially. In Br1ssoT's re- 
port, from the Committee of General Defence to 
the National Convention, on the diſpoſition of the 
Britiſh Government towards France; delivered on 


the 12th of January, 1793, adverting to the re- 


fuſal of our Miniſters to interfere in the diſputes 
on the Continent, the reporter obſerves, Inte- 
© reſt engaged the Miniſtry to obſerve an exact 
« neutrality in the war, which broke out between 
France, Auſtria, and Pruſſia. From this con- 
duct they reaped a double advantage: the na- 


| « tion enriched herſelf in the midſt of thoſe 


D 2 | © combats 


« we may judge by ſome expreſſions which fell 
from Lord Grenville, who aſſured our Ambaſ- 


« Popped by forms, when the object of negotiation | 


« factory and Advantageous to both parties. 


3 - 
e combats of which ſhe was a ſimple ſpectator/ 


* and the preſent Adminiſtration was conſolidate 


« by the flouriſhing ſtate of commerce; and the 
« ſtability of peace. Actuated by thefe motives, 
* the Cabinet of St. James repeatedly declared 
« their firm intention to obſerve the moſt ſcru- 

« pulous neutrality towards France; and, in fact, 


40 they did obſerve it until the immortal day of the 


«tenth of Auguſt.” — Again“ Such was the 
« diſpoſition of the Britiſh Cabinet towards the 


 « end of November, that every difficulty appeared 


* to be ſurmounted, and Lord GRENVILIE began 


* to acknowledge the Government of France, 


* which he had, at firſt, entitled the Seren 


« of Paris, Some ſcruples were, indeed, ſug- 
« veſted as to the character of our agent, and the 


2 authority of the parties; But the Britiſh Mis 
ers courted and gave explanations. One only 
« difficulty ſeemed to impede'the projects of the 


* negottators. The Executive Council of France 


« wiſhed to negotiate through the medium of 
« a regular Ambaſſador, while the Britiſh Mini- 
cc ſtry obſerved that the negociation might be 


* conducted by a ſecret agent; and they did not 


«even firmly inſiſt on this point of etiquette, if 


« ſador, that be King of England would never be 


as to obtain declarations that might be ſatiſ- 


* Pier, on his part, at the AY of December, _. 
10 teſtified 


(-_ 27 ) 
« teſtified Ibo trongeſt defire lo avoid & war, a 


60 procure from the French Miniſtry the proof of a 


* ſimilar diſpoſition; and he regretted, that the 
tc jinterruption of the correſpondence between the 
two Cabinets eee have n any mil 


W pn MN 
Here is a direct a ien * your * 


aſſertions with reſpect to the conduct of Mi- 


niſters; firſt, as to their efforts to foment the 


diſpute between the Emperor and France, and 
their pretended © incitement and encourage- 
ment to the Princes of Europe, to invade 
* that country, and to diſſolve her eſtabliſh- 
ment,” — which: you aſſert} as a fact, and as 
poſitively as if it were true; ſecondly, as to 
their own hoſtile views / againſt France; and 
thirdly, as to their rigid ' obſervance of the 
moſt novel punctilios for the purpoſe of re- 
pelling peace. The very reverſe of this ap- 
pears to have been the real ſtate of the caſe, - 
even from the evidence of a vigilant enemy, 
who had carefully collected every poſlible ground 
of complaint, in order to render the war at. 
able to the people of France. 

In the ſame perverſe ſpirit of ee 
ſentation or ignorance, and with equal bold- 
neſs, you aſſert, that France, previous to the 
28th of January, 1793, was undoubtedly 
| ſolicitous for peace.” No man who has at- 
tended to the political ſyſtem of the republican 
Cabinet of Paris, at this period, can doubt 

that 
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* brave all Europe.” 
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that the French Government were anxious to 
hull us into a fal/e /ecurity, in order that they 
might, without ' moleſtation, purſue the vaſt 
plans of aggrandizement which, by the dif- 
fuſion of their- principles, as well as by the 
force of their arms, they hoped to accompliſh; 
But that they- were diſpoſed to ſacrifice to 
peace any one of thoſe objects, without the 
complete dereliction of which the preſervation 
of peace was impracticable, is a poſition that 
even your ingenuity and ſophiſtry muſt prove 
Inddequate to eſtabliſh, 

If you had paid that attention to your ſubject | 


which could alone enable you to diſcuſs it with 


propriety, you would have known, that ſo little 


did the rulers of France expect a continuance of 


peace, that, ſo early as the month of October, 
1792, they cauſed a law. to be paſſed by the Con. 
vention, for the equipment of a powerful fleet, 
in conſequence of the report of the Committee of 
General Defence—in which, a war with the ma- 
ritime powers was repreſented as highly probable. 


It cannot be contended, that this expectation of 
war was founded on the hoſtile diſpoſitions of the 


Britith Court, becauſe I have already ſhown, that, 
even to the month of December, it had, by their 
own confeſſion, evinced the ſtrongeſt anxiety for 
the preſervation of peace. Beſides, we have the 
authority of Ba1s80T for affirming that, at this 
very time, the determination was made to 


Bur, 


J 


n | 
But, by way of proving your general poſition; 
4 you aſſert, that before the 28th of January, 1793. 


L France * had diſavowed conqueſt and aggran- 
e dizement,” had “ offered to reſpect the neu- 
4 te trality of Holland, and ſolemnly diſavowed 


ce every act or intention to diſturb the Govern 
e ment of Great Britain.“ However diſpoſed you 
may be to give implicit credit to all the declatas 
tions of theſe virtuous republicans, you muſt at 
leaſt permit me to demonſtrate the difference be- 
tween their profeſſions and theit practice. And 
this will neceſſarily lead me to a brief oonſidera- 
tion of the famous, or rather infamous, decree of 
the 19th of November, 1792, which you have 
moſt injudiciouſly adduced in ſupport of your. 
1 c A againſt his Majeſty's Miniſters. 
a The ſincerity of the diſavowal of all intention 
i to diſturb the government of foreign States, is 
proved, beyond the poſſibility of doubt, by the 
avowed” “ wiſh of all enlightened republicans; 
« before the tenth of Augufl,” to eſtabliſh liberty 
not only in France, but in “ al Europe; and by 
the means which they meant to adopt for the ac- 
compliſhment of their project by exciting 
the governed againſt the governors, in exhibit- 
. * ing to the people the advantages of ſuch inſur- 

* rections. - Yet, notwithſtanding this honeſt 
avowal, you will probably agree with Le BRus, 
whoſe aſſertion will better tend to promote the 
manifeſt object of your publication, that it - 


3 Bxissor's Addrefs to his Conſtituents, p. 74 
| tc would 
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* would be wronging the National Convention 
* to charge them with the projet? protecting in- 
© ſurrections. Indeed, Sir, the mode of reaſon- 
ing you have choſen to adopt is one which it 
might, perhaps, be allowable to employ in the 


Court of King's Bench, in ſupport of a client 
accuſed of high treaſon, but which, moſt cer- 
tainly, very ill becomes a man who has the ho- 
nour to repreſent the people of Great Britain. 
The offer of reſpecting the neutrality of Hol- 
land ought undoubtedly to have received the 
greateſt degree of attention, and the moſt implicit 
belief of irs ſincerity, after the difnterefted ſenti- 
ments avowed on that ſubject by the members of 
the French Government. Alluding to thoſe ſen- 


. timents, at a ſubſequent period, the patriotic and 


enlizhiened RonxsptERRER juſtly lamented that 


their liberal deſigns upon Holland had not been 


put in execution. © If (ſaid he) we had invaded 
« Holland, the Government of England had been 
* undone, and the revolution of Europe ſecured.” 
MavLpt-Hospan, who, before the revolution, 
filled the office of Miniſter Plenjpotentiary, from 
France, at the Hague, thus delivered his ſenti- 
ments, on the ſubject of Holland, in a ſpeech to 
the Convention, (previous to M. CHauvelin's 
offer to reſpect her neutrality,) which received 
the unanimous approbation of that auguſt aſſem- 


bly. England and Pruſſia know very well; that 


« France has the greateſt intereſt to ſubſtitute a 
popular and ene government, for the 
9 4 r 
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s ariſtocratical and degenerate. one that actually 
« « exiſts | in Holland ; ; that with the forces of that 
0 country, France would irrecoverably deſtroy the 
” trade. of . England ; a (M. Mav LDt-HosDaNn 
might be a good patriot, but he was evidently 
no prophet ;) . and, by means of her navy, ſoon 
command the Baltic f that all which would be 
cc wanting, would be a renewal, in that part of 
cc the north, of an alliance of fi tuation then be- 
« come neceſſary ; and that, an intimate union 
cc between France and Holland being once form- | 
be ed, the ſupremacy of the Engliſh trade, both in the 
« Eaft and Weſt Indies, would rapidly diſappear 
* while Pruſſia, on her ſide, would, ſooner or 
« later, irrecoverably loſe all her poſſeſſions, in 
« Weſtphalia! But why has ſhe expoſed herſelf 
«to the danger of loſing, them? Her ingelſitie 
% alliance with Auſtria is the Saturn of the fable 
« which devours every nd without, producing 
en do me 5117: meg 


The deſigns of Frahcs Upon Holland are alſſd 
acknowledged by PunticoLa CnaussARD, the 
National Commiſſary, ſent by the Executive 
Council, at the cloſe of the year 1792, to pro- 
mote a revolution in the Netherlands. The 


: 4 His Pruflian Majelty ſeems to have taken the Mas lace) 'fug- 
geſted by this ſagaclous republican; and, with equal ſagacitx. 
to have preferred the chance of ſecuring his poſſeſſions in Weſt- 
phalia by facihtating the conquelt of the Netherlands, to the 
certainty of preſerving them by contributing his efforts to confine 
the French within their ancient enen n will no denn 
| do juſtice to this »pright Monarch, 1 hog | 
E enemies 
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« enemies of France, and England in particular,” 
(ſays this apoſtle of revolutionary freedom)— 
* cheriſh the ſyſtem of excluding her from rank- 
« ing as a maritime power. Thence proceeded | 
« the error in which the public opinion was kept, 
cc reſpecting our operations in Flanders, and thoſe 


* robich We Bad projected againſt Holland.” —Theſe 


projects were certainly very conſiſtent with the 
offer of neulraliy ! t ' 


It now remains to ſhow what reaſon there was 


a to give credit to the renunciation, by the French 


Government, of conqueſt and aggrandizement. 


The revolution of Europe might, you may ſay, 


have been ſecured, * without any acceſſion of ter- 


ritory to the French; theſe philanthropic and pbi- 


bofophic reformers would have been content to 


emancipate the neighbouring States from the 
ſhackles of princely authority, to eſtabliſh among 
them the rights of man, and the liberal principles 
of liberty and equality,* and have remained ſatiſ- 


| fied, with the delightful contemplation of their 


own works, and with the quiet poſſeſſion of their 
own domains! The impreſſion, of this belief 
"_ indeed, ſquare very well with the obj ect 


21 Bre you credit for, at leaſt, one diſcovery of your own, 
v. that a ſpirit of liberty and equality pervaded even the 
« vaſſaluge of the feodal conguerors of Europe. — This is per- 
ſectly novel, and leads one to deplore that you were not a mem- 
ber of 1 Conſtituent Aſſembly which deſtroyed,” en maſſe, all 
feodal rights as à neceſſary meaſure, e to the rien 
ment of liberty and . | . 
| O 
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of ydur arguments; but, unfortunately for you, 
there are ſome. declarations on record which. are 
calculated to fix an impreſſion, of a different na- 
ture, on the minds of all rational men. BRISSsOr, 
in his Addreſs to his Conſtituents, aſſerts, that 
he had formed plans, by the accompliſhment of 
which“ Liberty might haxe found no other boun- 
ce, daries than thoſe of the world. How theſe 
plans were to affect the individual intereſt of 
France, may be aſcertained by his declaration 
that the French ought to acknowledge no other 
barrier than the Rhine.“ The ſame project is 
avowed by Chauss ARD, the official agent of 
government, who was not only in full poſſeſſion 
of all their views, but was actually inveſted with 
all their powers. It Was of conſequence to 
France“ - ſays ChAuss ARD, in his Memoirs, — 
that ſhe ſhould repoſſeſs herſelf on one ſide of 
« the barrier of the Rhine, and, on the other, 
command the Scheldt and the Meuſe, by en- 
« cloſing them within her boundaries; thus pro- 
« tecting and enlarging the ſources of the na- 
« tional wealth; in a word, that ſhe ſhould 
«* reſume the ancient divifion of her territory, 
« which. heretofore extended northern Gaul to 
e theſe limits: that ſhe ſhould bring back into 
« the boſom of a large family, nations that, 
* during a long ſpace of time, had formed a 
7 part of it. | | 

“No doubt it was the intereſt of en to 
s raiſe, and to ſecure 35 conqueſt, the trade of the 
| E 2 „e 


( 48>) 
«/Belgic provinces; ſb cramped by that of Hol- 
fand, andothence to alarm, to threaten the 
United Provinces, to place our aſſignats on the 
«© very deſks” of their counting-houſes, there: 10 
©xnin the Baut of | England ;* and, in ſhort, to 
complete the revolution of the money- ſyſtem. 
_« It was the intereſt of France to monopolize; 
lag it were, thoſe vaſt implements of trade; 
« thofe manufactures of national proſperity. It 
as the intereſt of France to weaken her mor- 
© tal enemy, to Tramp his efforts, to aggrandize 
« herſelf with his ſpoils; in brief, to mutilate 
the Coloſſus of Auſtria, by rending from him 
<«'theſe fertile countries, for obtaining and fecur- 
© ing the poffeſſion of which, he has for ages been 
<189iſh of gold, of blood, and of intrigues: ' 
It was the intereſt of France, 10 raiſe berjelf 
«t6-the rank of a firf rate power in Europe: thus 
© covering with a ſhield the ſecond-rate powers, 
«and protecting them againſt the boundleſs 
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ambitien of the northern empires. 015 
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| Pre ans perſons, Abend) in the intereſt, if not oaks pay, 


o/ the French, buffig Serie 6 in Eugland, at. ibis. time, in a 
daring attempt to accomp iſh this very „ by ſeeking to 
make the* populace beheve, That che high price of proviſions is 

entirely owing to the citeulation of Bank Notes, and to what 
they are pleaſed to call The Iniquity of Banking.” —A pro- 
ing ſo onprincipled and flagitious in itſelf, and fo dangerous 


in its conſequences to a en countrx. ſhould ſurely not 
be ſuffered td T unnoticed 
Attempts Sis this kind in the free Republic of- France, which 


theſe men ſo, uch admire, are, puniſhed with Death. In 1994 
an old man © nage was guillotined at Paris for depreciating 


the N rad 


/ 


If 


. Ln * 4 _ 


2 * 
* 8 We", N 
- = 


vou in it. 
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It cheſe declarations of an authorized Envoy 
of the French Government, employed for the 
expreſs purpoſe of accompliſhing their deſignt 
in a neighbouring State, do not afford a complete 
proof of their views of congucſt and aggrandixe 
ment, and conſequently of the inſincerity of their 
diſavowal:of ſuch views, I am at a loſs to know 
what, in cog x: poorer conftirures — 
proof. „ 0 
As you have Wel bt proper to quote £the de- 
cree of the nineteenth of November, I am com- 
pelled to make ſome obſervations on the ſubject, 


- although I have, on a former occaſion, amply 
explained the intent, nature, and application of 


the ſame. To repeat arguments which have nevet 


been anſwered, is a taſk extremely irkſome to 


me; but if you and your party will perſiſt in 
urging objections which have been repeatedly 
confured, no alternative is leſt to your opponents. 
To read nothing which tends to thwart your 
views, or to contradict your opinions, may be 
the beſt means of avoiding mortification, and of 
nurſing vanity ; but if you were, on. political 
points, to deviate, in- this reſpect, from your 
legal practice, and condeſcend to examine the 


arguments on both jides of the queſtion, you would 


fave yourſelf, the public, and your adverſaries, 


no inconfiderable degree of trouble. You have, 


however, choſen your path, and I muſt follow 


The 
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Tue purpoſe for which you notice the decree iri 
queſtion,” is to ſhew that the explanation offered 
by CRAUvEItx was ſuch as ought, at leaſt; to 
have. ſo far ſatisfied: Miniſters as to induce them 
to enter into a farther negociation. If then I can 


prove, that the explanation offered was not only 


unſatisfactory, in all reſpects, but that the pro- 
feſſions of the French Government were at di- 
rect variance with their practice, at this: wery 


time, and that their, aſſertions were only framed 


far the expreſs purpoſe of deception, your 5 


ment. of courſe, muſt fall to the ground. 1 
The explanations on Which you rely are thoſe 
which were contained in the Note of the French 


Miniſter, delivered to Lord: GzexnviLLz by M. 


_ Cuavvetin, in the month of January, 1793. 


The grand object of them was to enforce the 
three poſitions which I have already overturned. 
But in arder to ſhew-the flagitious conduct of the 
faid Executive Council in a ſtronger point of 
view, it will be gt A to -Tubjoin ſome addi- 
rional remarks; 7-77 1h, 5 a Rad 5d, 


In the interval between the 19th of November, 
when the decree was paſſed, and the time when 
the explanation of it was offered to the Britiſh 
Miniſter, another decree was enacted by the 
French Convention, (on the 1 5th of December, 
1792,) which, far from removing any one ground 


of complaint preferred by our Court againſt the 


proviſions of the former law, contained explana- 
3 1 tions, 


4 ) 
tions, if poſſible,” ſtill more incompatible - with 


the independence of neighbouring States. And, 


to prevent the poſſibility oſ miſapprehenſion on 
the ſubject, the Executive Council ſent) the de- 
cree to their Commiſſaries in the Netherlands, 
accompanied. by ſpeci fic inſtructionsſ explanatory 
of its ſpirit and principles, and directing the 
practical application of each particular article. 


Fortunately, one of the Commiſſaries committed 


theſe inſtructions to the preſs, and they prove, in- 
conteſtibly, the truth of my aſſertions, and the 
falſehood of the explanations offered by the 
Council. As theſe documents were ſo amply 
diſcuſſed and ſo well underſtood at "wm time, I 


ſhall-be very brief in my ENtractsc: 8 S117 4 ne 


N tr 


In the explanation it is averred, that & Frunce 
will reſpe other Governments.” In their pre- 
liminary obſervations to their Commiſlaries, the 
Council remark, that o Although the art of or- 
* ani xing Jacieties. be flill in its infancy;*the art of 
« 6 _ organizing revolutions is farther advanced.” And 


theſe inſtructions fi the means of bi 
Belgium. N 


Only eight days before the decree of the 19th 


of November was paſſed, the Convention be- 


ſtowed unanimous applauſe on the following 
ſpeech of one NA RK ERTO, a Dutch patriot, and 


even ordered honourable mention to be made of it 


in their Bulletin, or Journals of the Houſe. — 
My countrymen, the Batavians, burn with a de- 
« fre | 


—— 


— In——_—— 
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— 


——-— — 
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* ſite to become Frenchmen, and the Stadtholder 
** trembles. They expect liberty from you 
„ French Generals! come and break the chains 
« of theſe unhappy republicans, ſtill oppreſſed by 
e tyrants.” —Such was the re/pe27 paid, by the 
French legiſlature, to the Government of Holland; 

and the reſpect Which they paid to that of England 
had been ſufficiently demonſtrated by the anſwer 
of the Abbe Gregoire, in his official capacity of 


Preſident of the Convention, to the addreſs of 


certain Britiſb patriots, who, in your opinion, were 
actuated by an“ honeſt but irregular zeal, and 
by a ji indignation.” The addreſs congratu- 


| hated the French on the violation of theit-ſolemn 


oaths, by the abolition of monarchy, and the: an- 


ſwer expreſſed the hope of the Preſident ſoon to 


congratulate the addreſſers“ on the eftabliſhment of a 
National Convention in England,” and, conſequently, 


on the deſtruction of the Britiſh conſtitution, 


In the explanation it is ſtated, that France © will 
« wat impoſe laws upon any one.' In the decree of 
the 15th, of December it is RY &« that ſhe 
« will treat as enemies the people who, refuſt ing or 
* renouncing liberiy and equality, are aft Irous of 
« preſerving, recalling,” or entering inio an accom- 
« modation with their Prince and privileged Caſts.” 


And the Council obſerve, that, by this decree, 


The French nation conſiders as her enemies 
« even a whole people, if they reject liberty and 
equality, and expreſs a wiſh' to treat with a 
e Prince 
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cr 0 Pr rince and privileged: Caſts.” And they add, 
t this declaration is not a vain threat, but 
« the dire? conſequence. of all the principles on 


| 10 which that juft and ſalutary law is founded.” 


The explanation farther ſtates, © we bave ſaid, 
« * and we deſire to repeat it, that the decree of the 
115 gth of November could not have any application, 


I unleſs 4 the f ingle caſe in which the general will 


* of the, nation, clearly and unequivocally expreſſed, 

i. ſhould call the French nation to its aſſiſtance. and 
10 fraternity. The inſtructions of the Council, 
on the contrary, direct its application to a coun- 
try, in which all the inhabitants reject the plans 
and principles of the French Republic; and their 
own Commiſſary in the Netherlands, in his ac- 
count of his operations in purſuance f Ibeir in- 


Rructions, expreſsly repreſents a majority of the 
proviſional adminiſtration of that country, which 


had been choſen by the people, as hoſtile to the 
decree of the Convention; and explains the 
means which, in conſequence of this event, he 
Had taken, to accompliſh, what you ſeem anxious 
to accompliſh in England to raiſe up the mi- 
e nority, and to deſtroy. the aſcendency of an 
oc anti patriotic majority.” — The explanation diſ- 
claims all views of annexing Belgium to France ; 
-but all the. efforts of the official agents of the 
Council were avowedly directed to ſecure the 
e of that country to the e 


As 


dag Indeed, the very e which gave riſe to the 


decree 


(34) 

As you lay a particular ſtreſs on the diſavowal 
of the Executive Council, of all intention 1 an- 
ner Belgium to France, and make it a leadin 
feature of your argument, to prove the pacific 
diſpoſition of the Republic, it becomes neceffary 
to enter more at large upon the ſubje&t ;—and as 
it is my invariable wiſh, in diſcuſſions of this 
nature, to produce conviction more by the ſtrength 
of my proofs than by the tenor of my opinions, 
T ſhall extract an account of the conduct of the 
French to the inhabitants of Belgium, from one 
of their own hiſtorians, a French Citizen, whoſe 
authority you will fcarcely be difpoſed to queſ- 
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decree gives the lie direct to the aſſertion contained in the ex- 
Manation. Ravi, a member of the Convention, prefaced his 
motion for the decree, on the 19th of November, by obſetving, 
that the. bailiwick of Darmſtadt, belonging to the Duke 
| Deux-Ponts, (who, be it obſerved, had acknowledged the 
| French Republic, and was at peace with France,) had diſplayed 
| "the tti-coloured cockade, and planted the tree of liberty, anfl 
that the Duke was advancing with a body of troops, with a view 
to ſeize and impriſon the Syndics. Ravi then moved, that the 
Aſſembly ſhould declare Thoſe people who wiſh to fraternize 
„ with. ys, are under the protection of the French Republic.“ 
The ſpirit of this motion was adopted, and the decree in queſtion 
was paſſed in conſequence of this event; and, that its application 
might not be miſtaken, it was a#ed xpor without delay—a 
a French army entered the territory of the unfortunate Duke of 
Deux-Ponts, who. with difficulty eſcaped from his palace in 
the night, and” fled for refuge to the oppoſite. of the 
ine. | | | 
See An Hiſtorical Eſſay on the Ambition and Conqueſts of 
France,“ publiſhed by DzBzeTT, in which this fact is placed, 
with many others, in a very proper point of view, 
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The French Generals, when they penetrated 

« into Belgium, after the battle of Gemmappes, 
« had publiſhed, with the conſent, and approba- 
« tion of the National Convention, a proęla- 
10 « mation, in which they announced to the Bel- 
« gians, that the armies of the Republic entered 
4 their territories as friends and brothers; that 
10 they y gave. them a full and perfect liberty ; . that 
L 60 they ſhould thooſe whatever form of government 
'© hey liked beſt, without the ſmalleſt reſtraint being 
6 impoſes on their inclinations, in @ny 1 manner what - 
ky ce ever. | 
„ All the proclamations Kabi! by the Jaco- 
bins,“ (in Belgium, ) exalted the focial virtues, 
«and 0 of nothing but their love e of. the 
human race: They declared, that the French, 
ein a ſtate of freedom, were the enemies of 
« Kings, but They proclaimed, at the ſame time, 
te the greateſt reſpect for the will of the people. 
In vain did the French Emigranrs, Who had 
+« retired in great numbers to that country, affure 
the inhabitants that anarchy was the only ſyſtem 
« of the Jacobins,*who concealed, under f pecious 
. * but falſe profeſſions, the perfidy of their deſigns; 
.« and that, after ſubverting, the conſtitution of 
e their own country, they would carry the flames 
« of diſcord into the neighbouring States. The 
* candour of theſe benevolent monitors was 
« ſuſpected ; the Belgians conſidered them as 


— 


All the GAS the Government were Babe 
ä — 92 | too 


(%) 
« tdi much i ntereſted in the oppeſite-cauſe to 


give a true r ſentation” of tue events that 
OE in France. eke ben 


— 125 
e Mad of difinereſtedneſs 125 
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*ee « the pompous 282 ions, conſecrated by the new 
« civic religion, were repeated by DoſtbbnfEB- ; 
0 the people, were perſuaded. that his conduct 
— . * would correſpond. with his profeſſions, and 
1 that, under the powerful protection of France, 
te the E aſſembled in convention, would 
= « preſerve f uc 'of heir cuſtoms/as they choſe 
2885 retain, and obi wake ſuch alterations as 

"ue 


WOE 


ould. appear. to. be ady vantag cous to they- 
5 ic ſelves, w without | bein ng 5 © to adopt the 
0 ſyſtem. of government Me e in 
bt Op troaÞ | 
| Wo „But CAMBON entertained} views of a a, yery 
9 pv nature; and tbe proclamations which 
had been publiſhed were. nothi ug more, than ſuares 
| « 70 evlrap the Bel gians. 4 Scarcely were the 
Erench in, hoſſeſlign of all the fortified towns, 
and of all the arms in Belgium, when this Le- 
„ giſlator, and. Miniſter of Finance, openly 
Wy proclaimed, his deſign, of ſeeking an odious and 
* vain, reſource. Ms "6 Apoliation, c of a friendly 
oy country. TH ati ad Oh 2 
% By a direc, . paſſed on. the reth of 
2 e. all exiſting authorities in Brabant 


7 14 of ” and 


#9 


oY and Flanders Webs ſuppreſſed; the eſtabliſh- 
„ ment of a proviſional government, on the 
«model of the French government, was or- 
* N all public property, moveable and im- 
moveable, as well as the property of the Clergy, 
« * the Princes, and of the Lay-Communities, 
e was ſequeſtered ; the impoſts, ty/hes, and feu- 
e dal rights, were ſuppreſſed,; and the Generals 
«were ordered to enforce the execution of this 
« law, which, at leaſt, was ill timed, and exe- 
'« ciited'without conſidering whether or not the 
cc Belgians were prepared for a change at once ſo 
. genefal and ſo prompt. It 1 is true, that the 
<< exetution of 4 part of theſe regulations was 
to ceaſe ſo ſoon. as the Belgians ſhould have'a 
national repreſentation; but # thou und meant 
were deviſed" to hag * meeting of this re- 
te" penerating Cohyreſs.” 8 ; 
«Four Contthtiiitics; weng of the National 
W Convention, CAMs, Gossbix, Daxrox, 
* And LacRoix, were ordered to repair to Brux- 
elles, for the purpoſe of obviating any local 
Aifficulties which might obſtruct tus execution 
of the decree; theſe men entruſted che delails of 
40 this operation to the regulating Commiſſary, 
. Ronv1N, who 'employed ſoldiers Ad clerks, 
all of them Jacobins, to act as bailiffs; and 
ae they took Care to ſteal one half of the move- 
able effects on Mien eney were en to * 
- oc ' the national ſeals: - | 4 
'« CAM NON, who governed the finarichs with i an 
| « abſolute 


. 


2 


abſolute. authority, was no otherwiſe qualified 
for this. office, in times, of extraordinary. diffi- 


« culty, than as he was deſtitute of every ſenti- 


60 


4 


% 


ſented to him that he Belgians entertained poli- 


* tical ideas totally. , different - from thoſe of the 


* French, and that the time for deſtroying or 


ment of probity and honour... Without any 


experienee in public affairs, without any know- 


ledge of mankind, he diſplayed a degree of 
obſtinacy and deſpotiſm in the removal of dif- 
ficulties that excited the aſtoniſhment of men 
of experience and ability. When it was repre- 


ſubduing their prejudices was not come; that 
the effects of driving them to deſpair were to 
be dreaded; that they might ſecretly call in 


the Auſtrians to their aid, and, when they 


found themſelves ſupported, take up arms in 


every part of the country, maſfacre the garri- 


ſons, compoſed of weak and inexperienced 
battalions, and entirely ruin the army; when 


to theſe remonſtrances it was added, that in- 


ſtead of killing the hen that laid golden eggs, 


it would be better by loans, which would give 
the Belgians an eventual intereſt in our ſuc- 
ceſſes, to draw out a part of the treaſures that 
were buried in Belgium, or to procure the ſame 


reſource by propoſing to the opulent merchants 
at Antwerp, Bruxelles, and Ghent, to employ 


their capitals in contracting for the ſupply of 
the armies; CamBon acknowledged the juſtice 
of theſe reflections, but pretended, that his 


« plan 


tw 7 


© vie went more directly to the object of dop- 


« plying the deficit in the finances ;—this plan 
« was to ſeize all the ſpecie in Belgium, and all 
the plate belonging to the churches, or to any 
public bodies. The French financier ingenu- 
* ouſly avowed, that ſuch conduct was unjuſt ; 
* but, according to him, fate policy ſancbioned 
« every kind of injuſtice. Beſides, obſerved 
« CanzoNn, when the Belgians, ſtripped of all 
| © their gold and ſilver, ſhall be as poor as the 
French, they will naturally be led to partake of 
«their fate, like the Liegebis, who threw them- 
« ſelves into the arms of France, becauſe they 
* were miſerable and in debt, and will become 


members of the French Republic, in the hope 


f making couqueſts in their turn upon their own 
« frontiers, and of taking from others what they have 
« oft themſelves. . 

« CAamB0N alſo placed a great reliance on what 
« he called THz PEOPLE; and by that term be did 
* not mean the aſſemblage of all the citizens of 4 
* country, but that croud of lazy, idle vagabonds, 
« who infeſt all great towns, and who are eaſily 
« rendered the blind inſtruments of thoſe who wiſh 10 
ce difturb the * peace.“ And, laſtly, he inſiſted, 

9 Here is a candid and true definition of the word P300L0. 
in its modern patriotic, or revolutionary, ſenſe; and as employed 
by a diſtinguiſhed member of the rench Government, at the 


time * oe . eee between that Government 


on, It affords a key to 
the princi of th that MP perate 55. which overthrew Mo- 


narchy 


pPRe ne 


tre) 


e that nothing could be more fortunate for France 
« fince the revolution, THAN To DISORGANIZE 
* THE NEIGHBOURING. NATIONS, -*/ AND 10 
* THROW THEM INTO SUCH A sTATE Or ANAR- 
„Hv, THAT THEY SHOULD BE DISABLED/ FROM- 
* RATING UP ANY . OBSTACLE ' TO, THE NRW 
* ORDER OF THIN OS WHICH IT WAS |RESOLVED 
© TO INTRODUCE IN FRANCE., | | 


«Theſe principles, barbarous and antiſocial as 


* they were in themſelves, were enforced with x 


« degree of indecency which greatly aggravated 
« their Machiaveli/m. A hungry horde of Jaco- 
* bins, of both ſects, was diſpatched into Bel- 
* gium, with the moſt ample powers, ſome in 


* the. capacity of Commiſſaries of the Executive 


« Power;' others as delegates from the Commune 
varchy in France, and may ſerve as the baſis of a loſſaty for all 
the popular manifeſtoes of the revolutien. It ſhows that the 
pompous expreſſions ſo laviſhly uſed, of Rights of the People, 
—Liberties of the People, “ Majeſty of the People, 
«« Sovereignty of the People“ - and“ Friends of the People! 
mean nothing more than the“ Rights of the Mob.“ “ T he 
Liberties of the Mob, . The' Majeſty of the Mob, —“ The 


| Sovereignty of the Mob,” —and * The Friends of the Mob.” In 


Mort, it proves, what has often been aſſerted by public writers, 


that the Government of France, was, at this period at leaſt, a 
Mob Government. n 


It is of the vtmoſt conſequence, in reading the accounts of the 


| public tranſactions of theſe eventful times, to keep this defini- 


tion conſtantly in the mind; and the friends to ſocial order in 
every country will do well to appreciate the patriotic profeſſions 
of the modern apoſtles of liberiy by a ſtandard ſupplied by one of 


the firſt and mott᷑ ſtrenuous Friends of the People, 


_ * PuBricoLa CHavssar was one of theſe, 


ot 


n 020 


« of; Paris; who. pretended. to exerciſe ſovereign, | 
« power; and a third deſcription who, without 
„ having a particular miſſion, were entruſted, by. 
the mother-/ociety,, with the raſk of enlighten- 
« ing the people, and forming the public mind,, 
« that is. to ſay, of propagating the Jacobinical 
« ſyſtem. . Theſe Proconſuls, . who, dreſſed in 
d the moſt diſguſting manner, lived. at a moſt, 
% ſcandalous expence, ſequeſtrated the gold and 
* ſilver belonging to the churches and to perſons 
« of property, whoſe moveables they either ap- 
cc propriated to their own uſe, or ſold at a very 
« low rate, according to circumſtances ; ſup- 
9 preſſed the impoſts, in order to flatter the poor; 
broke the magiſtrates ; created popular aſſem- 
10 blies, affiliated with the Jacobins, ir Paris; and, 

« in ſhort, exerciſed an arbitrary power,, 3 the 
7 aſſiſtance of a part of the National Guards, Who 
c * obeyed them in preference to their officers. |, 
The Belgians, taught from their infancy to 
« pay a religious reſpect. to the objects of their 
« worſhip, ſaw, with a degree of ſurprize min- 
cc gled with the deepeſt indignation, the acts of 
« irreverence committed by the French in 
« churches, and on things which Religion had 
« conſecrated in the moſt ſpecial manner; the 
_ « Biſhops and Priefts, defpoiled of their property 
« and- threatened with the loſs of liberty; and 
e probably of life, had fled. Perſons of opu- 
« lence buried thgir gold and filver; the mer- 
« chants put a ſtop to all their ſpeculations; the 
Hoi 8 © Circu- 
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even in their errors; and whoſe + Word, you contend, th 


6 


4 


circulation of pecle was ihterripred ; miſttuſt 
te pervaded every mind ; and a variety of ſymp- 
«toms announced a near exploſion. ; 
ey The Jacobins, however, without ſeeming to 
pay attention to the general diſpoſition of the 
0 public mind, had formed the plan ofextorting,' 
* from eac particular canton, à declaration of 
its wiſh far the union of Belgium with the Fronrh 
Republic. The people Tethrcurdingly affern- 
et bled in the churches; "Without any regular 
form. There the members of the French and 
« Belgic clubs read the act of àcceſſion, With, 
every often nobody underſtogd ; ahd the pt fons 
«> ' preſent | h gned: it, Le ' trembling, and others, 
« bought over or ſeduced. Theſe p papers were then 
« printed, alte ſent to the National aſſembiy 
of France, as containing the free and unanimous 


& wiſh of the Belg jans. The Parifians, deceived 
« by appearances, "conſidered Belgium as an in- 


« exhauſtible mine which was deſtined to give 
* ſolidity to the aſſignats, when the unfortunate 
inhabitants of theſe provinces, which were for- 
& merly ſo happy and fo flouriſhing, called in 


* the Imperialiſts by their Wiſhes, and by ſecret 
* manceuvres. 


y The ſame conduct was 8 by the Jaco- 
« bins? at Mentz, and at the other conquered 


1 And yet theſe were the men who: had afured Lord nd 
VILLE that France avould reſpect the independence 'of the wy ini. 
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iter ought to have 2aker. 
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«. towns on the Rhine; in the country of Poren-- 
*trui; in Savoy; and in the county of Nice. 
Important as theſe operations were, they made 
but a feeble impreſſion on the minds of the people 
*« in France, where the general attention was, at 
te that time, abſorbed, by the trial of Louis XVI. 
then pending in the National Conyention.?,, 
I have already obſerved, that Por to 
CHAUSSARD was one of the Commiſſaries ap- 
pointed by the Executive Council for carrying 
into effect this curious plan for © conſolidating the 
* liberties of the Belgians,” That he was inveſted 
with unbounded powers, as ſtated by the hiſto- 
rian, will appear from his official appointment 


given in the margin ; * and he exerciſed thoſe 
| Powers 


It is eſſential to recolleR, that all the members of the 
French Government are included in this denomination. | 
3 Hiſtoire Philoſophique de la Revolution de France—Par Au. 
toine Fantin- Deſodoards, Citazen Frangais, Tom. I. p. 209. et ſuiv. 


4 © In the name of the French Republic. 
* In virtue of the law of the 15th of Auguſt lat, which entruſts 
1 to the Executive Council all the functions of the Executive 
* power, and of the decree of the National Convention of the 
„21ſt of September following, by which thoſe public autho- 
1 rities are confirmed which were in a ſtate of activity at the laſt 
6 mas : + We, the citizens forming the I ro-ifional Executive 
Council of the republic, have made choice of citizen Pu B- 
© LICOLA CHAUSSARD, and have appointed him a National 
« Commiſſary, and inveſted bim with all our powers, in order 
&« that he may repair to Pruxelles without delay, to enforce, as 
« well in that city as in the neighbouring diſtri which will 
« be deſcribed'to him, the execution of the decrees of the Na- 
« tional Convention of the 15th, 17th, and 22d of December, 
te in the preſent year, concerning the proclamation of the liber- 
& ty and ſovereignty of the people of all the countries into 
te which the French republic has carried or may hereafter car 


5 her arms, ' % We 


'R r 
4 
00 
© T2 
| : 
1 
- 
1 
A 
+5 
\'8 
. 


+ wa ——U— — — 
* * - _— 9 
— 228 « 2 


bo A po ng 
— 


— AMC 


* a a . 
— 2m PO * 
* — EE SES”. co RES 


* 2 
2 — 
* — * 
— 
A « — 


— — 
TIT C6. Aa. 
—_— 


— 


— p —— — 4 
— — — — ——ů— ——— p 


ö 


3 


- w— 


- - = " 
r 


25 


* — — 
* - — . — ”% 
= 2 — — —— 
m 
1 r * Py 
% 4 S ew EH I; 


LOST 


(4 ) 


* K 


powers in a manner that was perfectly conform- 
able to the wiſhes of his employers. After the 


moſt ſtrenuous efforts to prepare the minds of the 


as? 


people, by the employment of ambulatory pa- 


triots to harangue the populace, patriotic ballad. 


ſingers, and fimilar inſtruments of revolt, for 
the favourite plan of annexing Belgium to France, 
the French Commiſſaries held a meeting at 
Bruxelles, where they, as might be ſuppoſed, 
unanimoufly reſolved, that an union of the two 
countries ought to be promoted by every practi- 


cable means, or, as one of them expreſſed himſelf, 


by the exerciſe * of a revolutionary power.” — 
The opinion of CaxavssaRp—to whom we are 
indebted for the knowledge of theſe extraordinary 
facts— is too curious to be omitted. OUGRHT 
«© BeLGIUM' TO BE ANNEXED TO FRANCE ?— 
« Expreſſing only the opinion of an individual, 
« and embracing in my mind the ſecret object 


« which it is our duty to accompliſh, 1 vorx rox 
„ THE ANNEXATION OF BELGIUM TO FRANCE, 


We pray and require all perſons to whom the ſaid Com 
t“ miſſary may apply, to give him ſuch aid and aſſiſtance as he 
% may deem Me and neceſſary for fulfilling the object of 
his miſſion, conformably to the auill er republic. In witneſs 
c whereof we have hereunto ſet our s and the ſeal of the 
4 Republic. 3 8 | 
- 66 7 at Paris, the 31ſt of the month of December, 1792, 

& jn the firſt year of the French Republic. 

«The citizens forming the Proviſional Executive Council of 
ce the Republic. | | | 

« RoLanD, GakAr, CLaviere, Le Brun, Pacht, 
1% Mono. By the Proviſional Executive Council, . 

0 | © GROUVELLE.” 


« being 


AY -3 


E bald influenced by an attention to the interelt 
* of both nations; and this intereſt having been 
proved to me, I vote for the employment of all 
<« rhe means for obtaining it, thoſe of fraternity, 
even thoſe of the deſpotiſm of reaſon, which is 
only exerciſed for- the happineſs' of mankind. 
« Tyranny perpetuates itſelf by depriving the 
« people of the very wiſh to be free, and we 
have ſworn to extirpate every ſpecies of tyranny. 
« The will of the people is oppoſed to my plan; 1 
« WILL OF A PEOPLE IN A STATE OF INFANCY OR 
« iMBECILITY WOULD BE NULL, BECAUSE IT 
« WOULD STIPULATE AGAINST. THEMSELVES,” 
After this meeting, Chauss ARD, in a letter to 
the Commiſſaries at Douai, ſaid, © We pledge 
1 ourſelves that the annexation 6f Belgium ſhall 
« be declared without difficulty.” 

One more remark will ſuffice to demonſtrate, 
to the conviction of every rational and indepen- 
dent mind, the /y/tematic plan of deception practiſed 
by the French Government in their negociations 
with the Britiſh Miniſters. The decree of the 
15th of December was paſſed on the very day on 
which the Executive, Council ſent directions to 
CHavverliy to diſavow all hoſtile intentions on 
their part; and their inſtructions to their Commiſ- 
ſaries in the Netherlands, the object of which I 
have proved to be the annexation of Belgium to 


5 Proces verbal de la conference generale qui a eu lien entre 
les commiſſaires envoyẽs dans les diffẽrens errondiſſemens de la 
Belgique, reunis a Bruxelles, p. 78. 

2 | France, 
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France, were ſigned. by the Council on the very 
day—the 8th of January, 1793—on which Monſ. 
Lr Brun, one of the members who ſubſcribed 
them, wrote the Note to Lord GREN VILLE, con- 
taining thoſe explanations, which conſtitute the 
baſis of your crazy fabric, and in which the 
Council poſitively declared that France © had be. 
« fore renounced, and again renounced, every con- 
« queſt ; and that her occupation of the Low Coun- 
« zries ſhould only continue during the war, and the 
« iime which may be neceſſary for ihe Belgians to 
« conſolidate THEIR LIBERTIES; after which let 
* them be bappy, France would find her recompence 
* in THEIR FELICITY,” Such a ſcene. of profli- 
gacy has, I believe, ſeldom been exhibited on 
the diplomatic ſtage ! 

I have thus fairly ſtated the caſe of the French 
Government from their own teſtimony ; and 1 
think no Engliſhman, who attends to the ſtate- 
ment, and whoſe mind is untainted by faction, 
and unwarped by the ſpirit of party, will agree 
with you, that the vague and unſatisfactory ex- 
planation offered by the French ſhould have 
formed the baſis of a farther negociation. In 
fact, what remained as the ſubject of negociation? 
The different grounds of complaint, ariſing from 
the invaſion of the territories of our Ally, and 
from the dangerous proviſions of the decree of 
the 19th of November—a decree which all par- 
ries have allowed to be dangerous, and which you 
do not venture to juſtify—had been clearly 25 

cifie 
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cified, and diſtin anſwers given; but anſwers, as 
I have ſhown, ſo evaſive, and ſo replete with de- 
ception and fraud, that the Miniſter who had 
remained ſatisfied with them duld have deſerved 
to loſe his place, if not his head. Nothing more 
therefore was to be done on our part; but if the 
French government had choſen to reconſider their 
anſwers, and to offer ſuch ſatis faction as our Go- 
— would have been juſtified in accepting, 

e time was allowed them fot that purpoſe. 
Our Miniſters rather retarded than precipitated 
matters, and, indeed, kept open the negociation 
longer, in the opinion 6f many, than was con- 
ſiſtent with the dignity of the nation. Their for- 
bearance, in this reſpect, which was certainly 
laudable; from its motive, has ſupplied you with 
an argument, in which you ſtem moft©trium- 
phantly to exult, although one more weak, or 
more ſilly, was never called in to the ſupport of 
à bad cauſe. You tell us, that Monſ. Cravverrn 
was directed, on the 24th of January, to quit this 
kingdom, ſolely, „ becauſe the French monarchy 
had been finally terminated by the deſtruction 
of the King“ and hence you ſagaciouſſy infer, 
that the eſtabliſiment of a republic in France, 
was the bar to negociation, mt the impediment 
to che continuance of peace. 

The fact is, that our Miniſters actuated by an 
earneſt deſire to avert, if poſſible, the calamities 
of war, had ſuffered M. Cnauvzlir to remain 
in "CL, even after the inſineerity of the 


French 
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French Goverament had been clearl yeſtabliſhed, 


and their hoſtile intentions fully aſcertained. It 
was probably hoped, that they would ultimately, - 


be led to act mote conſiſtently with t h principles 
of juſtice, and the rights of independent nations 
and therefore the Britiſn Government were willing 
to leave open every door to negociation, that the 

French might renew it whenever they pleaſed. 
The diſmiſſion of CHauvsLin, though an act 


which properly marked their indignation at the 


murder of his Sovereign an indignation which 
Was nearly, though ] am ſotry toi ſay not quite, 
univerſal throughout the kingdom made no dif- 

ference in the diſpoſition of the Britiſn Cabinet, 
who, far from conſidering this meaſure as tending 
to accelerate the commencement of hoſtilities, 
ſent ſubſequent inſtructions to Lord AvcxLanp, 
then Ambaſſador at the Hague, to hold a confer- 
ence withDuxgouritz on the frontiers of Holland; 


and the very day appointed for that conference, 
the object of which; on the part of England, was 


to facilitate any means that might he propoſed 


for the preſer vation of peace, was choſen by the 


National Convention—as if they were determin- 


ed, in every inſtance, to add inſult to injury 


for the publication of their declaration of war iI! 

Our Miniſters had ſufficiently proved, by their 
conduct after tbe eſtabliſpment a republic in France, 
that they did not conceive the change of govern- 
ment in that country to be a ſufficient reaſon for 
eki off all intercourſe with it; on the contrary, 

41. they 
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they had evinced the ſtrongeſt diſpoſition to pre- 
ſerve the tranquillity that ſubſiſted between the 
two nations. They had, no doubt, in common 
with all honeſt and upright men, viewed, with 
aſtoniſhment and indignation, the ſubverſion of a 
monarchy, which had ſubliſted for fourteen cen- 
turies, and-whichthe whole kingdom had recently 
ſtorn to maintain; but which, nevertheleſs, had 
been ſuddenly deſtroyed, ey acclamation, on the 
motion of a /fro/ling player; they had certainly 
contemplated, with horror, the multiplied crimes 
which accompanied and followed this dreadful 
conyulſion; but ſtill they did not ſuffer theſe 
hanourable feelings to involve the nation in a 
war; and, though they prudently deſiſted from 
giving their ſanction to ſuch atrocious proceed- 
ings, by formally acknowledging the authority 
of the French uſurpers, they ſtudiouſly avoided 
all kind of interference in the internal govern- 
ment of that degraded country, even when the 
law of nations, agreeably to the interpretation 
of the. beſt juriſconſults, would have juſtified 
ſach; interference*. _ 

Vou may perhaps be dif] poſed to aſk, wha kind 
of ſatisfaction it was that our Miniſters required, 
and how that ſatisfa&tion was to be given? Theſe 
queſtions are eaſily anſwered; All that Lord 

Grenville called upon France to do, was to 
Mane 2 diſpoſition © fo renounce her views of 


. See Var rs, B. 2. C. 4. _ 
inen H « aggreſſion 


($0) 
<< appreſſion and aggrandizement, and to confine herſelf 
te within her own territories, without "inſulting other 


I. ec Governments, without diſturbing their tranquillity, 


« without violating their rights,” The mode of 
evincing the diſpoſition required was by a repeal 
ol the offenſive decrees, a formal diſavowal by the 
legillature of the princi iples which theyproclaimed, 
and an immediate evacuation of the territory of 
our Ally; This was a demand, which it was 
perfectly reaſonable, and evenindiſpenſibly neceſ. | 
ſary, for one party to enſolxe ; and which the other 
might have complied with without any forfeiture 
of dignity, or ſacrifice of independence; and, in- 
deed, nothingbut a previous determination to force 
this country into a war, and to braveall Rurope? 
ſor the accompliſhment of the moſt deſtructibe 

plans of conqueſt and aggrunditement, could poſſibly 
have influenced a refuſal to comply with it. 
Nov, Sir, let me aſk, ht were thoſe ©'ronce/- 

c ons which you are pleaſed to ſay France“ made 
ee before and aſter our refuſalito acknowledge her 
Ambaſſador?“ Is it a Briton who condeſcends 
to give ſuch an appellation to the pitiful equivo- 
cations, the vile ſubterfuges, andthe daring falſe - 
hoods, of the French Executive Council? Had 
ſuch extraordinary language been uſed, had ſuch 
degrading ſentiments been avowed, by any other 
than an © Honourable“ Member of the Britiſh 
Senate, I ſhould have been inelined to interrogate 
him in the coarſe but honeſt language of Dx For 
f Art thoua true · born Engliſhman or a baſe- born 
2 | * mongrel ?”* 
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«mongrel? Your whole narrative of the pro- 
ceedings, previous to the declaration of war by. 
France, exhibits a groſs ignorance of facts, a ſhame-' 
ful perverſion of circumſtances, and“ a miſshapen 
heap” of falſe concluſions, which mark the advo- 
cate of party, but diſgrace the friend of truth. 
I ſhall now take a curſory view of your remarks 
on public tranſactions ſubſequent to the war, after 
a brief notice of thoſe deſultory obſervations 
which afe ſcattered over your work, like the 
thiſtles on your native hills, that exhibit a ſpectacle 
of diſguſtful barrenneſs, rung the ſoil they 
are unable to fertilize. | 
I have already expoſed your perverſion of facts, 
your falſe concluſions, and even your ignorance, 
in my inveſtigation of the explanation of the 
Jacobin Miniſtry. of France, offered in the name 
of their much-injured Monarch, and containing 
ſentiments diametrically oppoſite to thoſe which 
he avowed both before and after the period of its 
delivery. Farther to eſtabliſh your' ignorance, 
however, beyond all poſſibility of doubt, even on 
thoſe common points on which Ignorance remains 
wholly without excuſe, it will be ſufficient to refer 
to the 35th page of your pamphlet, where having 
noticed the anſwer given by Lord GrEnviILLE, 
on the 8th of July, 1792, to the application of 
the French Government for the mediation of Great 
Britain, you ſay, “ Soon after this the unhappy 
King of France was brought from Verſailles,” 
Where unfortunately, he had never been ſince the 
H 2 month 
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month of October 1789, when his palace was at- 
tacked by a regicide mob, who, after murdering 
his faithful Guards, (not including the Prince DE 
Porx,) proceeded, with La FarzrrE' at their 
head, todrag him, in ſavage triumph, to-the capi- 
tal With the ſame attention to facts you talk of 
the intreaties of Louis XVI., after the war had 
begun tothe Emperour Jos pn, who died fourteen 
months before the declaration of war,“ 
Ign your zealous attempt to exculpate the F ned 
from the charge of aggreſſion, an attempt to which 
you was doubtleſs impelled by a laudable principle 
of gratitude, for the eulogies which their legiſlators 
had publickly beſtowed on you, for your defence 
of their friend and aſſociate, Thomas Paine, you 
exultingly proclaim, that they had not extended 
the limits of their empire before rhe treaty of 
Pilnitz was ſigned; nor had even invaded the 
Netherlands before the war was begun. Your 
firſt aſſertion is not ſtrictly correct, becauſe the 
French had taken poſſeſſion of Avignon and the 


OS ' Portrait de La Fayette. 
| Voila donc ce blondin, ce heros ridicule, 
De l'aſtre de CkouweLt pale et froid crepuſcule, 
Intriguant, dans la guerre, et guerrier dans la paix, 
Qui croit ſe faite un nom à force de forfaits ; 
Prend Max cl pour Idole et Favkas pour victime, 
Fait honte du Suecẽs et fait pitiè du Crime, 
Arme les aſſaſſins, egorge pour la loi, 
Veille pour les brigarids et dort contre ſon S 
Tableau de Pan. 
I ſhould not ſtoop to notice ſuch errors as theſe, if they did 
not tend to prove that you-have taken-no pains to make. yourſelf 


maſter of the ſubject which you undertake to diſcuſs, 
Comtat 


(7 
Comtat Venaiflin, ſeveral months before the 
treaty of Pilnitz was figned, though they were not 
formally annexed to France until the completion 
of the new conſtitution in 1791. As to their 
forbearance to invade a neighbouring State 
previous to a declaration of war, it conſtitutes 
ſuch a theme for praiſe as, I believe, none but 
yourſelf would have thought of ſelecting; though, 
as you had determined to commend the French, 
it muſt be confeſſed you would have had ſome 
difficulty in finding a better ſubject. 
In deſeribing the effects on the ſtate of France, 
of what you chooſe to term ©* our unhappy in- 
« terference,” that is, our reſiſtance of the right 
of univerſal legiflation, and our oppoſition of 
force to force, after an unprovoked and long- 
premeditated declaration of war againſt us, you 
repreſent our conduct, not very conſiſtently, as 
having tended, at the ſame time, to conſolidate 
the republic,” by the promotion of internal union, 
| and 
9 It was certainly the object of the Briſſotin faction, in pre 
voking the war, 10 comſolidate the republic, by the diffuſion of re- 
ublican principles, not only in France, but in the neighbouring 


States; admitting therefore the juſtice of your .inference, your 
argument will undoubtedly prove, that the plan of thoſe perjured 
dAroyers of a conſtitution which they had ſworn to maintain, 
has been ſo far attended with ſucceſs. MaLlLET bu Pay, indiſ- 
putably the beſt of all the writers on the revolution, thus 
explained the objects of the war, on the part of the French, in. 
the year 1793. | 
. * The revolution and the war are inſeparable ; they have one 
1. common ſtock ; all the means of revolution are means of war. 
In provoking this terrible conflict, and in rendering it 
general, the republicans had fix correſponding objects. * 
| * 1, 10 
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month of October 1789, when his palace was at- 
tacked by a regicide mob, who, after murdering 
his faithful Guards, (not including the Prince DE 
Porx,) proceeded, with La FaxETTE at their 
head, todrag him, in ſavage triumph, to-the capi- 
tal. With the ſame attention to facts you talk of 
the intreaties of Louis XVI., after the war had 
begun to the Emperour Josz en, who died fourteen 
months before the declaration of war,“ 
Ilgn your zealous attempt to exculpate the French 
from the charge of aggreſſion, an attempt to which 
you was doubtleſs impelled by a laudable principle 
of gratitude, for the eulogies which their legiſlators 
had publickly beſtowed on you, for your defence 
of their friend and affociate, Thomas Paine, you 
exultingly proclaim, that they had not extended 
the limits of their empire before rhe treaty of 
Pilnitz was figned; nor had even invaded the 
Netherlands before the war was begun. Your. 
firſt aſſertion is not ſtrictly correct, becauſe the 
French had taken poſſeſſion of Avignon and the 


7... Portrait de La Fayette. 
| Voila donc ce blondin, ce heros ridicule, 
De l'aſtre de CRow ELI pale et froid erẽpuſeule, 
Intriguant, dans la guerre, et guerrier dans la paix, 
Qui croit ſe faite un nom à force de forfaits ; 
Prend Max ct pour Idole et FA vx As pour vitime, - 
Fait honte du Succes et fait pitie. du Crime, | 
Arme les affaflins, egorge pour la loi, 
Veille Rn brigands et dert contre ſon TR 
Tableau de Bari. | 
8: T ſhould not ſtoop to notice ſuch errors as theſe, if they did 
not tend to prove that you have taken no pains to e yourſelf 


maſter of the ſubje& e undertake to diſenſa 
Comtat | 
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Comtat Venaiſſin, ſeveral months before the 
treaty of Pilnitz was ſigned, though they were not 
formally annexed to France until the completion 
of the new conſtitution in 1791. As to their 
forbearance to invade a neighbouring State 
previous to a declaration of war, it conſtitutes 
ſuch a theme for praiſe as, I believe, none but 
yourſelf would have thought of ſelecting ; though, 
as you had determined to commend the French, 
it muſt be confeſſed you would . have had ſome- 
difficulty in finding a better ſubject. 
In deſeribing the effects on the ſtate of France, 
of what you chooſe to term © our unhappy in- 
e terference,” that is, our reſiſtance of the right 
of univerſal legiflation, and our oppoſition of 
force to force, after an unprovoked. and long- 
premeditated declaration of war againſt us, you 
repreſent our conduct, not very conſiſtently, as 
having tended, at the ſame time, to conſolidate 
the republic,” by the promotion of internal union, 
| and 
9 It was certainly the object of the Briſſotin faction, in pre 
voking the war, 10 conſolidate the republic, by the diffuſion of re- 
ublican principles, not only in France, but in the neighbouring 


States; admitting therefore the juſtice of your .inference, your 
argument will undoubtedly prove, that the plan of thoſe perjured 
eren of a conſtitution which they ta from to maintain, 
has been ſo far attended with ſucceſs. Mal LET DU Pay, indiſ- 
putably the beſt of all the writers on the revolution, thus 
explained the objects of the war, on the part of the French, in 
the year 1793. | | 
. * The revolution and the war are inſeparable ; they have one 
common ſtock ; all the means of revolution are means of war. 
In provoking this terrible conflict, and in rendering it 
general, the republicans had fix correſponding objects. 
* 1, 10 


b 
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and to produce that ſyſtem of terror and proſcrip- 


tion which created a general miſtruſt, If the 
union youdeſcribe had really prevailed, the ſyſtem 


of terror would have been wholly unneceflary ; 
but as the ſyſtem of terror did in fact exiſt, the 
pretended - union is an offspring of your own 
imagination. Indeed to talk of the union of a 
country in which, according to the moſt moderate 
computation of the Republican Generals, 81x 


 HUNDRED' THOUSAND MEN have periſhed, in a 
civil war, in one diſtrict, is as prepoſterous as 


the imputation of the enormities which have 
been committed in France tothe oppoſition which 


«1, To conſolidate the French revolution, and to make it a 
4 facial revolution. | | 
* 2, Not to leave a throne ſtanding, nor any government 
* whatever exiſting on any other baſes than thoſe of an unlimited, 
armed, and deliberative democracy. EW 
3. To ſubvert all diſtinctions, and to def oil all proprietors; 
« the nobility after the clergy ; the colonies after the nobility ; 


» the monied men with the colonies ; commerce with, the 


% monied men; and the ſtate-creditors with commerce, 


4. To ruin men of property by exceſſive and arbitrary con- 
« tributions, until the moment ſhould arrive when they might 


« be expelled, by force, from their patrimonial eſtates, 


% 5, To accompliſh this plan by veſting the ſovereignty, 


% power, the armed force, public offices, and the treaſury, in 
% Sans culottes excluſively, | 


* 6, Laſtly, to incorporate all the countries that might be 
* conquered with France, by reducing to practice the French 
% operations, in order to nouriſh the war by rapine, and to 
« ſoftain rapipe by the war,” — Cornſederations ſur la Nature de la 


4 
: 


« Revolution de France, p. 35, 36. 1 | 
This is the very ſyſtem which the French republicans have 

invariably purſued, from the period of the declaration of war 

againſt Auſtria to the preſent time, ä | g 
. 12 [5 BAS 6. 
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the has provoked from the belligerent powers is 
falſe. But I ſhall not waſte my time, by ſtoop- 
ing to a ſerious confutation of ſuch groſs abſurdi- 
ties, which have been before advanced by your 
countryman and fellow-labourer in the field of po- 
tirics, Lord LAupERDALE, and have been before 
detected and expoſed by different writers. If you 
be really as Ignorant as you appear to be on the 
ſubject, and wiſh for information, you may very 
eaſily obtain it, by a nene to the e e 
A hg in the margin“. 

In the ſame perverſe ſpirit and with equal nh 
You aſcribe the emigration of the Royaliſts, and the 
ſetꝛure of theit eſtates, tothe fame cauſe, and boldly 
affert, that, but forthe war, the Emigrants * would 

© have remained within the boſom of France,” 
whereas-it is notorious, that one of the ſpecifi 
grounds of complaint alledged by the Briſſotin 
faction againſt the Emperour, was the aſſemblage 
of large bodies of Emigrants in his dominions : 
and that the'decree for the confiſcation of their 
property was paſſed by the Legiſlative Aſſembly | 

before thedeclarationof war. The contempt which 
the extreme puerility of your auguments? extorts 

is loſt in 4-40 a at the weal:neſs of their baſis.— 
TID 1791 BY eln But 


r.c« Obſervations on the Emigration of Dr. Joſeph Prieſtley, 
4 Ke. 2» © A ſhort account of the late Revolution in Geneva, and 
«© of the Conduct of France towards that Republic, from Octo 
„„ ber 1792, to October 1794, by Frames fer 2 8 yon 

de he Bloody Buoy.” ! 


2 You affirm (p. 116,) that © nothing bur 90 ahi, TW : 
% ment of 899d goverument can inſpire enthuſiaſm,” Now, MU 
0 32695 Lok 
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his the foundation being deſtroyed, the ſu perſtruc- 
ture falls of courſe, exhibiting, in its flimſy ruins, 
an object for the deriſion of ſenſe, the ſcorn of 


Judgement, the deploration of vanity, and the 


Winter of egotiſm. 

LJour general ideas on the cauſes of revolutions 
in a State, and the baſis of civil government, ap- 
pear to me to be as crude, and undigeſted as your 
particular application of them is falſe and unwar- 
ranted. Your grand principle, as far as I can un- 
derſtand it, is—that all law ful“ government is a 
voluntary emanation from the whole people; a 
ee which has been before advanced by that 
arch-propagator, of wild-conceits, that whalefale 
fabricator of fantaſtical ſyſtems. of polity, (accuſe 
me not of political blaſphemy l) Fobx Locke, who 
had arc given birth to this 1 abortign, 


impeſitiliry of i its e 0 He — compelled to 
| acknowledge chat th ant i Ji upon jc 


ce terms would be—only to go out again. 

All the brilliant fabrics, therefore, which Fon 
have erected on this ſandy baſis muſt diſſolve an 
ce leave not a wreck behind.” The examination 
of the important queſtion of the origin of govern» 


ment would neceſſaril y lead me intoa much wider 


and Wass 88 of your party 3 invariably expatiated on 
the enthuſiaſm of the French, and as it is. certain that they 
never diſplayed more enthuſiaſm than during the 2 of ' 
Rog PsP IERRR, it follows, of neceſſity, that, in your eſtimation 
* of government was a good ſyſtem. 5 
127, 128. Fi | 
4 Talk of gs Goverament, B. 2, C. 8, p. 169. 


range 


(2 1, 


range of diſcuſſion than the limits of a mere tract 
would allow; beſide it is a ſubject which has been 
diſcuſſed by much abler pens than mine; and has 
recently attracted the attention of a writer who 
poſſeſſes every requiſite for ſuch an inveſtigation 
a firm and vigorous mind, extenſive informa- 
tion, profound erudition, ſound judgement, acute 
penetration, and great diſcriminative powers. 
In your flimſy attempt to prove the beneficial 
effects of your viſionary ſyſtem, in the prevention 
of internal diſorders in a State, you aſk, with 
ſome” degree of triumph, © When the people 
* themſelves actually chooſe the popular branch 
* of the legiſlature, upon what principle can re- 
* bellion exiſt Ho can a people be brought 
to reſiſt a voluntary emanation from ghem- 
_ *: ſelves ?“ And you aſſert that . Even if ſuch a 
% body ſhould occaſionally betray its truſt, the 
«remedy is at hand, without a tumult or revolu- 
tion. Such queſtions and ſuch aſſertions might 
have paſſed current with the generality of mankind 
ten years ago, and have made no bad figure in 
the abſtraft ſpeculations of the political philoſo- 
3 The Reverend Jon Wnirax RR. —See his treatiſe on 
1% The Real Origin of Government. This gentleman, I under- 
ſtand, is now engaged in the compoſition of a. political work on a 
ſubje& of conſiderable importance, A mind like his, enlarged 
by ſcience and an unwearied application to liberal and uſeful pur- 
ſuits, ſhopld not remain inactive, at ſuch a momentous period as 
the preſent, when wild and fantaſtic notions are afloat, and all the 
principles of ſubordination—the very eſſence of ſaciety—art ex- 
ry to the imminent Ager of fatal relaxation, if not of abſo- 


ute deſtruction: on uch minds, at ſuch times, the community 
has an imperative claim which ought not to be reſiſted, 


1 | phers 


* 


11 
phers of that day; but it is really too great an in» 
ſult on the common ſenſe of the public to' bring 
them forward in the ſeventh year of the French 
Revolution, which, in the hiſtory of its legiſlative 
bodies, affords a full anſwer to the one, and 4 com- 
plete confutation of the other. The principle of 
univerſal ſuffrage, which you conſider as a pana- 
cea for all political diſeaſes, was carried. much 
farther in France, even in the firſt Legiſla- 
tive Aſſembly, than you expreſs a wiſh to carry it 
in this country; and yet Rebellion did certainly 
exiſt; and Tumults and Revolutions prevail 
Indeed not a year, nor ſcarcely a month, paſſed 
away from 1789 to 1796, without ſome popular 
inſurrection of an alarming nature. During that 
period no leſs than three Revolutions (ſo called by 
the French themſelves) occurred; viz.—on the 
tenth of Auguſt 1792;=the thirty-firſt of May 
1793 ; and the twenty-ſeventh of July 1794 ; and 
ſuch were the good order and ſocial harmony 
which obtained, that more perſons were actually 
condemned and executed in France, during that 
period, than in all Europe together, during the 
preſent century. The eſtabliſhment of the pre- 
ſent conſtitution in October, 1795, might juſtly 
be termed a fourth revolution, for an eſſential 


Ihe mere lift of the names of the perſons ad 
| filled no leſs than Tawvelve' Volumes in the ſummer of 1 95.— 
See * Les Brigands Demaſques, ou Memoires pour ervir A 
0 Fee du * Preſent, par Auguſte Danican.” 
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change in the ſyſtem of Government took place. 
Though it is ſomewhat extraordinary, that, at 
this period, when there was, as you ſay, a juſt and 
legitimate repreſentation of the people, which, ac- 
cording to your own doctrine, can only conſiſt of 
*« A voluntary emanation from themſelves,” the 
people actually rebelled againſt the legiſlative body, 
and literally accuſed it © of having violated not 
© only the expreſs proviſions of the new conſti- 
« tution, but the fundamental principles of civil 
0 liberty; and, unfortunately for your aſſert ion, 
they found, to their coſt, that although that body 
« had betrayed its truſt” no“ remedy was at 
hand, even with {umult.” The vox populi was 
ſilenced by the thunder of the cannon, and the 
excellence of their “ juſt and legitimate repre- 
& ſentation,” was eſtabliſhed beyond the reach 
of oppoſition or even of murmur. * 

In the illuſtration of your principle you are not 
more fortunate than in your aſſertion of the prin- 
ciple itſelf. I ſhall not attempt to follow you 
through the whole of this, becauſe I honeſtly 
confeſs that I am at a loſs to comprehend how a 
great part of it applies to the queſtion. What 
I do underſtand of your metaphor I know to be 
falſe. You ſay, When the ſap which belongs 
* to the entire ſtructure of the vegetable kingdom, 
« is obſiructed in its cqurſe to the remoteſt 
0 branches of every plant that grows, it is 


! I have expoſed your Ignorance on this point, more come 
Pony: in my preface to the Tranſlation of Daniean's Memoirs, 


I 2 « nat 


( 60: Y 


e not merely theſe defranded branches which 


« periſh; the trunk itſelf, that monopolizes the 
* nouriſhment of which it ought only to be the 
« conduit; is ſpeedily encruſted with canker, and 


e conſumed to its very root.” To difcover the 


fallacy of this doctrine, I need go no farther than 
my own garden, which, at preſent, contains many - 


fubjęcts of the vegetable kingdom—alias; trees; 
in which the ſap has been “ obſtructed to the 


«« remoteſt branches, without producing the 
fatal conſequences which you announce; I have 
lopped off (do not quarrel with the expreſſion be- 
cauſe it has already excited your virtuous indig- 


nation on another occaſion;) J have lopped off 


* the defrauded branches,” but the glutton trunks, 
ſo far from dying with repletion, as you foretell, 
exhibit ſtrong ſymptoms of robuſt vigour, and 
ſend out freſh and healthy ſhoots.* 

As you entertain ſuch falſe notions on the 
firſt principles of government, it is not ſurprizing 
that you ſhould miſtake the cauſes which promote 
its diſſolution. You ftate the French Revolution 
to have been “ provoked by acts of injuſtice and 
* oppreſſion,” and paint it—as-< the awful and 
* rnajeftic courſe of freedom againſt uſurped au- 


oi.“ The forced change of ſyſtem which 


155 taken place in Holland and the Netherlands 


* I give you- ample credit for your knowledge of ©* The Gera- 
i m,, and do not queſtion your ſkill in the cultivatfon of 
« The T ree of Liberty,” but cannot admit that you are equally 


well acquainte ed with the whole vegetable kingdom, 


you 
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you aſcribe'to a ſimilar cauſe, to the providenee 
of a reſtriftive ſyſtem of government.” And 
this tauſe you exhibit not as partial but univerſal 
in its operation; and conſequently it can be limited. 
neither to time nor place. Were this really the 
cCaſe, let me aſk how it happened, that the“ acts 
of injuſtice and oppreſſion,” and “ the uſurped 
* quthority,”” which were unqueſtionablyexerciſed 
by Louis XI. and by Louis XV. in France, and 
by the firſt WII LIAN and the eighth Henay in 
England, did not produce a revolntion in thoſe 
countries ? And how it came, that the revolution 
in France happened under the moſtmild, benevo- 
Tent, and virtuous Monarch, that ever fate upon 
the French throne—a Prince, whoſe chief ſtudy 
was the correction of abuſes, and the promotion 
of his people's happineſs? The fact is, that the 
cauſes of this political phenomenon, which has 
convulſed all the kingdoms of Europe, were very 
different from what you repreſent them to have 
been. It originated in the profligate deſigns of a 
few factious individuals, who had the addreſs to 
render the virtuous propenſities of one part of 

the community, and the bad paſſions of the other, 
| ſubſervient to the accompliſhment of their own 
baſe purpoſe. The revolutions in the Netherlands 
andinHolland, were produced by French intrigues 
and by French arms. The arguments that were 
made uſe of to allure and to miſlead the people, 
in each of the three countries, were ſuch as muſt 
make a conſiderable impreſſion wherever they are 
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| Confaderations en the Nature of the French Revolution, 
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employed“. Hold out as lures to the populace, 
under the beſt poſſible conſtitution; the abolition 
of impoſts, an increaſe of wages, and a partici- 
pation of the property of their ſuperiors, and the 
man who will aſſert, that crouds will not flock to 
the ſtandard of Rebellion, muſt know very little 
of the human mind. This, however, is a deli- 
cate ſubject todiſcuſs, and its diſcuſſion can anſwer 
no god purpoſe”. As for the & awful and majeſtic 
«< courſe of freedom againſt uſurped authority,“ 
tis a well-rounded period, and would ſound very 


well in the mouth of a patriotic orator in the 


tribune of the Jacobin Club, in the roſtrum at 
Copenhagen Houſe, on the ſcaffold in Palace 
Yard, or at the bar of the Old Baily ; but is as 
little applicable ro the ſtate of France fince the 
year 1759, as to the ſociety of © Friends to the 
People,” or to the convicted felons at Botany Bay. 
Your ideas of uſurped authority, however, as 
applied to a government which had ſtood the teſt 

of fourteen centuries, may ſerve as a clue to 
your plans of political reform. 


_ Having cleared away the literary thiſtles from 


% See PUBLtCOLA CHAUSSARD, Des Mcyens de Revolution, 
p. 48, „ ſuiv. | Aa | 

7 Le public ne connaĩt encore que la ſaperficie de la revolu- 
tion d'auvjourdhui, et on ne ſaurait trop deplorer Pimprudence 
« de ceux qui eſperent sen garantir en elevant quelques murail- 
«« les autour de 150 enceinte. - Confiderations fur la Nature de la 
Revolution in France, 25 5 

The public are yet only acquainted with the mere ſuperfi» 
cies of the Revolution; and the 1mprudencc.of thoſe who hope 
to ſecure themſelves againſt its effects, by raiſing a few walls 
around the circle which it fills, cannot be too deeply deplored.“ 
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the barren field of declamation, I come tb your 
obſervations on the conduct of Miniſters fince 
the war; and here let me premiſe, that the ex- 
treme anxiety of your party to fix the charge of 
aggreſſion on the Britiſn Government is entitled 
to the praiſe of policy, however feeble its preten- 
ſions may be to the palm of patriotiſm for unleſs 
you could ſucceed in this /audadle effort, all your 
violent harangues on the conſequences of the war 

would be of little avail; becauſe, if the war 
were juſt and neceſſary, Miniſters could be no 
farther anſwerable for its conſequences than as 
cenſure far miſmanagement, during its progreſs, 
might attach to their conduct. Its juſtice and 
"neceſſity, in my opinion, are eſtabliſhed beyond 
all doubt; and, on the ſcore of miſmanagement, 
you only adduce one ſolitary charge, relating to 
the unfortunate expedition to Quiberon, in the 
ſummer of 1795. In this caſe you are the mere 
echo of your party, who, judging, like yourſelf, 
ſolely from events, in their eagerneſs to inflict an 
odium on the Secretary at War, (whoſe high 
character, zeal, and abilities, are fit objects of 
reprobation to the adyocates for the French,) pre- 
ſumed to condemn a military operation which they 
were incompetent to appreciate. This expedition 
you ſtyle in one place © mercileſs and impolitic,” 
and, in another, you repreſent it as © deteſtable,” 
and as having covered its authors with eyer- 
e laſting ſhame.” Lou farther obſerve, that 
„The Government of France had then aſſu med a 


regular 
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* regular form, and was in the exerciſe of 4 regu- 
« lar legalized authority. The devoted handful of 
«< unhappy fugitives from their country could do no» 
« thing by the ſword. The expedition, therefore, 
« was to rekindle the torch of diſcord amidſt 
« twenty-five-millions of men, beginning to eſcape 
« from its former fury, and /e/#led under an eftas. 
« pliſbed government.” I do not recollect ever to 
have read a more falſe and exaggerated ſtatement 
of any public occurrence, except in Lord Lav- 
DERDALE's © Letters to the Peers of Scotland,” 
in which, in the ſame ſpirit, he talks of voluntary 
loans, which were enforced with the bayonet, and 
patriotic volunteers, who were led to the armies, 
like galley-flaves in handcuffs. If the expedition 


had really been ſuch as you have here deſcribed it, 


it was your duty, as a Member of Parliament, to 
impeach the Miniſter who planned it ; but this 
would not have ſuited the purpoſe of your party, 
for it would have given riſe to an enquiry, and the 
natural reſult of enquiry is the eſtabliſhment of 
truth. Any opinion of mine on the ſubject would 
be entitled to as little attention as your on; but 
the teſtimony of a French General, who ſerved 
the Republic for three years, in La Vendée, and 
who was perfectly acquainted with the ſentiments, 
reſources, and diſpoſition of the people, will, * 
the public at leaſt, be deemed deciſive, 2 
General Dawicax, in his Memoirs, ſpeaking 
of this expedition, ſays, * Another opportunity 


1. 05 favourable as that which was loft at Quiberon, 
will 
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© will with difficulty be found. There tie means = 
, furceſs preſented themſelves on all fides ; abun- 
e dance of ammunition, / arms, money, and 
© troofts; the welkknown devotion of the Britons ; 
«© revolts at Paris; a dreadful famine in the heart 
of France; à general contempt for the Govern- 
* ment every thing ſeemed to unite for the 
ce purpoſe of enſuring ſucreſ to the Royalifts.; and 
« if, at that epoch, they had obtained one ſignal 
*« advantage, 41, France would have declared in 
« their favour.” | He afterwards obſerves, that 
Three thouſand men,” if they had purſued the 
plan of operations which he points out, © might 
have changed the fate of France in a week!.“ 
So that the expedition itſelf appears, upon the evi- 
dence of a man, fully competent to decide on-the 
queſtion, to have been founded.in wiſdom ; and the 
failure is ſolely to be aſcribed to the mode of carry- 
ing it into execution, which, of courſe, depended 
on the officers who conducted the enterprize. +» 

But, ſay you, What was this proceeding but 
the very ſyſtem we had imputed to France, and 

« proclaimed with horror to the univerſe?” The 
jaundiced eye of party could alone deſery any re- 
ſemblance in tranſactions ſo different in their 
nature. The French had holden out an invitation 
to rebel to all the nations of Europe, indiſcrimi- 
nately, whether at peace or at war with them, and 
had, to give effect to the meaſure, by an order of 
their legiſlature, cauſed ſuch invitations to be tranſ- 
lated into all foreign languages. By the voluntary 
offer of her protection to inſurgents, France thus 


8 46 Les Brigands Demaſques,” p. 182, 18. FRY 
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e to produce inſurrections where hates 

mony prevailed, and to diſorganize the exiſting 
2 of Europe, for the purpoſe of eſta- 
bliſhing a general ſyſtem of her own. Our Mi- 
niſters, on the contrary, in exerciſing the legal 
rights of war againſt a power which had been 
guilty of an unprovoked aggreſſion, and which 
had forcibly compelled us to engage in the con- 


teſt, confined their operations to affording aſſiſ- 


tance to a body of men, who fought in defence of 
a long-eſtabliſhed ſyſtem which they had ſolemnly 
ſworn to maintain, againſt a Government founded 
in perjury, violence, and murder; which had 
robbed them of their birth-rights, deſpoiled them 


of their property, and paſſed upon them a ſen- 
_ tence of perpetual baniſhment *—a Government, 
to which they had never ſubmitted, and to which 


they owed neither fidelity nor allegiance. - The 
reſemblance, therefore, exiſts only in your own ima- 
gination; the difference is fundamental and radical. 
You ſtigmatize that ſyſtem of hoſtilities which 
tends to divide a nation againſt itſelf ; but you 
forget that this ſyſtem is connected with the very 
baſis of the French revolution which you ſo 


_ warmly admire, and has been invariably purſued 


by the Rulers of France from the year 1789 to 
the preſent moment. Yet not one word of cen- 
ſure has their conduct, in this reſpe&, extorted 


v The Covnr br Lari T6 Pale eloquent and maſ- 
terly © Defence of the Emigrants,” diſplays ſuch a ſeries of op- 


preſſive, rapacious, and murderous acts, atchieved by the dif- 
ferent Legiſlative Bodies of France, ſince the year 1789, as 


never before diſgraced the * of my country ſince the 
creation of the world. 


from 


» 
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from your impartial pen, the whole ſtock of whoſe 


gall ſeems to be-referved for your political ”— 
nents in England. 


After your prepoſterous 1 vain attempt to 
prove that the Britiſh Miniſters were anxious to 
promote the war, which muſt inevitably thwart 
all their favourite plans of finance, you labour, 


with equal zeal, and with equal ſucceſs, to de- 


monſtrate their averſion from peace, which would 
enable them to accompliſh thoſe plans, and to 
relieye themſelves from thoſe embarrafſments, and 
from that ſerious load of reſponſibility, witich 
neceſſarily attach to a ſtate of warfare, In purſuit 
of this deſign, you are weak enough to renew 
thoſe arguments which have been repeatedly 
urged, with much greater force and ability, by 
the leaders of your party, in the Senate, and which 
have been as repeatedly confuted by their oppo- 
nents; but on this, as on other points, you pro- 
bably boped that the confutation might be for- 


| 4 ts and that your. far tial view of the queſtion 
might create a contrary impreſſion to that which 


a fair and ſull diſcuſſion of it had produced on the 
public mind. Anticipating the lapſe of years, 


you, perhaps, was induced to exclaim, in the 


language of your book, © Time has now placed 
« in the ſhade the arguments by which wiſdom 
« triumphed: they are there only viewed by 


Net W and retirement ?, 9, which enables cow- 


; «a. nile 
9 The abe of Uertibuni * I believe, a new 


eat and perfectly poetical; but that is not err | 
„ Fj#ion”—you know —* is the ſoul of poetry.” — There is 


* it muſt be — extremely ingenious in the 
K 2 idea 


— 


WE 


« ardice and. folly by artifices. formerly ** 
5 the eaſjer to impoſe upon a buſy or an unthink- 
6c ing world?” But CRE: this is not the 
) 344403301167 Das ion 4361?) caſe; 


idea, of 3 vletuing argument. W were 1 to point out, 
with critical accuracy, all ſimilar beauties which your work 
contains, my ſtrictures would be as copious as the ahſtract of 
« The Crimes of the French Revolution,” by Citizen Pg vD- 
Homme, which I mean, when T have leiſure, to tranſlate, and 
to prefix to it a ſuitable dedication to your friend Mr. Fox, as 
the zealous. admirer of i that ſtupendous nnen of himan 
** wiſdom and human happineſs.” . ag 

9 It was doubtleſs, under this impreffion, that you devoted 
no Jeſs than three pages to a diſſertation, the object of which 
Is to ſhow the abſurdity of e that the e Chriſtian Reli- 


re lution, and the e which its votaries proclaimed, 
This is a ſubje& of wo ſerious and importapt a, nature to be 
diſcuſſed with levity ; 1 ; 1 give implicit credit to your profeſſions 
of attachment to the religion of CRTSsT, and have not a 
doubt that you privately practice what you openly. profeſs; 
but I muſt contend, that you are wholly ignorant of the pro- 
ceedings which have paſſed in France, not onhy on many | 
litical, but on all religious, topics; for you really reaſon $7 
a man who had juſt awakened from a ſeven years” fleep. © 

Had you paid that cloſe attention to the French dn 
tion, which could alone enable you to judge of its principles 
and effects, you would have known, that, on the 14th-of De- 
cember, 1792, in a debate on the eſtabliſhment of public 
ſchools for the education of youth, M. DvyonrT, a member 
of the National- Convention, and who, if I miſtake not, is 
now /a member of one of the Councils, began his ſpeech with 
the following exclamation—* Mhat, thrones are overturned! 
1 Sceptres broken! Kings expire! and yet the altars G 
* remain l that he proceeded to propoſe the abolition of 
thoſe altars, and proclaimed himſelf an atleiſt, amidſt the rei- 
terated plaudits of the- Aſſembly, and of the perſons. in the 
galleries; you would have known, that the blaſphemous doo- 
trine, that “ Death is an eternal /leep,” was ſanctioned by the 
RYFHOrity of the legillatyre Doki would have known, that, 


by 


. 

* all the arguments employed ſtand recorded 
in the debates of Parliament; and I may ſafely 
refer, not, indeed, © the buſy: and unthinking 
* world,“ who ſwallow every doſe that folly or 
vanity adminiſters, but every man of plain ſenſe 
and unbiaſſed judgment, to thoſe authentic docu- 
ments, for an ample demonſtration of the fallacy 
of the, poſitions which you have. inconſiderately 
undertaken to defend. 

It is a fact worthy of 3 that, in a 
tract, in which you profeſs to review the cauſes 
and conſequences of the momentous conteſt in 
which we have been compelled to engage, you do 
not once make mention of the declaration of war. 


You! 1 = OE en 10 ne! from 
11 | the 


111 


5 the hive power, the abolition of the Chriſtian ra was 
proclaimed, and the Saviour of the World impiouſly made to 
Yield precedence to the republic of France !——you would have 
known; that, on the yth of November, 1793, the exiftence of 
'a God and the immortality of the foul, were formally diſavowed 
H the Convention, and the reſurrection of the dead declared 
to have been only © preached by Superſtition for 'the torment of 
«© the living ”'—You would have known, that, two days after, 
in the ſame place, all the religions of the world were aſſerted 
to be the daughters ef Ignorance and Pride; that it was decided 
to be “ the duty of the Convention to aſſume the honourable 
* offiee of diffuſing truth" over the whole earth;” and that, as 
a part of this duty, that Aﬀembly decreed, 5 That its expreſ 
6 renunciation; of all religious worſhip ſhould ”—like its invi- 
4 tations td rebellion—* be tranſlated into all foreign lan- 
*© pnages you would have known, that it was ſtated, and 
received, in the Convention, as © an acknowledged truth, that 
„ the adverſarics of religion have deſerved well of their country: 
vou would have known, that the temple of the Almighty 
had been profaned by the worſhip of a proſtitute, perſonating 
15 9 of Reaſon, and that the cathedral of Paris had ex- 

hibited 
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the light, you ſcreen it from the eye of the reader, 
and would doubtleſs moſt willingly conſign it to 
everlaſting oblivion. It is indeed a fact which 
bears frimd facie evidence of the aggreſſion of the 
enemy, and which, when coupled with the pre- 
ceding circumſtances which I have detailed, carries 
irreſiſtible conviction to the mind. The omiffion 
of ſuch a fact exhibits a mark of prudenice, but no 
ſymptom of candour. oy 

The war had ſcarcely beguti; when the opyiol 
tion, whoſe conduct during the negoeiation had 
extorted public marks 3 gratitude! from our 
enemies, haſtened to proclaim to the world their 
total diſapprobation of it and to evince a ſettled 
determination to obſtrult'4ts-purſuit by all the 


means in thee power. This e had the a 


hibited. * 8 ſpedacle * 2 8 ſacrifice,. Sg A 


people who had recently aboliſhed. Chriſtianity :—and. laſtly, 
you would have known, that, on the zoth of November, 


1793, the pupils of a new republican ſchool appeared at the 


bar of the Convention, when their leader declared I ſhuddyg 
while I commit the horrid blaſphemy. to paper that Hz 
„ anD His SCHOOL-FELLOWS! DETESTED GoD! that. in- 
6. fead gf learning the Scriptures, they Horned ade Declaration 
4 of Rights, and made the Conflitwtion their Catechiſm;” and 
that the Preſident of this Pandemonium expreſſed the /atis- 
Faction of. the Convention at the declaration they had made; the 
young Demons were admitted to the honours of | the fitting, and 
received the kiſe of fraternity, amidft the loudeſt apyrlauſe 1! ! 
When you are apprized of theſe fadts, I think you will 
acknowledge, that the apprehenſions Which you reprobate 
were not without foundation. Chriſtianity is, I know, eſtab- 
- liſhed on too firm and broad a baſis, is derived from à ſource 
too ſacred, to be eaſily ſhaken; but, ſorry I am to ſay, that 
the progreſs of e is rapid, ang the 200% of her votaries 
nnn NE | 
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effe&-of encouraging the French to perſevere in 
that aggreſſive ſyſtem, our reſiſtance of which had 
occaſioned the rupture. Their leaders were little 
acquainted with the nature of an Engliſh oppo- 
fition ; though Kerſaint ſeems to have entertained 
a pretty juſt idea of the object of its chief; and 
as they had been perſuaded, by the addreſſes of 
the Wen 188 in this ee that the people 

had 


1 « Mr. Fox has but one object in view, that of 1 his 
4 rival from the throne, and of retrieving at once ſo many 
parliamentary defeats, not leſs injurious to his intereſt, than 
4% inimical to his reputation.” —In the ſame ſpeech Ker/aint 
fays, Mr. Pirr would willingly avoid a war.” —And again, 
« Mr. Prrr, with a hope of not being reduced to the neceſſity 
« of a war, offers to mediate among the belligerent forvers.— 
KenrsSAINT, you fee, did more juſtice to the Miniſter than you 
are diſpoſed to do. 

= Adverting to theſe ſocieties, you ſay that the French revo- 
lution © appeared to have given to the zeal of ſome BRxirisn 
«REFORMERS a tinge of republicaniſm;” and you call the 
addreſſes of theſe men to the National Convention, on the - 
'@bolition of monarchy, the effuſions of an hone/t but irregular 

% zeal.” What this tinge of republicaniſm, and this hone/? ' 
zeal really were, will be beſt ſeen by the expreſſions of the 
addreſſes themſelves, The firſt addreſs to the Convention 
from the ſociety at Newington, dated October 31, concludes 
thus: © In your undertaking to deliver from Mavery and dęſſio- 
« ti/m the brave nations which border your frontiers, how holy 
« is the humanity which firomfits you to break their chains.” 
Theſe men, even at that period, were aware of the real deſigns 
of the French, yet you ſtill remain blind to them. The 
addreſs from the Revolution Society in London (moſt aptly 
denominated) dated November 5, ſays, © ABove ALL we 
„ rejoice in the late revolution of the roth of Auguſt,” 
(effected by a band of thieves and aſſaſſins, whom Mr. Denis 
O'BRIEx, your quondam foe, but now your political friend 
and allociate, has recently transformed into heroes) % ſo necęſ: 
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t /ary to ſecure to you the advantages which the former had 
« taught you to exfiet?.” Theſe 'revolutionifts appear to have 
watched the progreſs of French liberty with an attentive eye, 
and to have juſtly appreciated the views and deſigns of the ori- 
ginal for mers in France. That a ſmall band of factious ad- 
venturers had, as I have already obſerved, planned the ſubver- 
fion of the French monarchy ſo early as 1789, admits not of a 
doubt. A ſpeech delivered by Citizen Dupont, in the Conven- 
tion, the ſame which I have before quoted for another purpoſe, 
contains this memorable paſſage. —He anticipates the time when 
diſciples will flock from all parts of Europe to ſtudy under the 
new philoſophers of France, whom he repreſents as teaching 
this man, the ſyſtem of the univerſe, and developing the 

« progreſs of all human knowledge; that, perfedting the ſocial 
« ffeem, and ſhowing, in our decree of the 17th June, 1789, the 
« ſeeds of the inſurrectiont of the 14th of Fuly, and the 10th of 
4. Auguſt, and of all thoſe inſurrettions which are ſpreading with 
« fuch rafidity throughout Eurofee, ſo that theſe young ſtrangers, 
« on their return to their reſpective countries, may ſpread the 
« ſame lights, and may operate, for the happineſs of mankind, 
« ſimilar revolutions throughout the world.” It is eſſential to re- 
collect, that this ſpeech, which was received with vaſt applauſe, 
was delivered on the 14th of December, 1 792, the very day pre- 
ceding that on which the famous decree was paſſed, on which 
J have before commented; and therefore it affords the ſtrongeſt 
corroboration of the proofs I have adduced to ſhow the falſe- 
hood and inſincerity of thoſe profeſſions of reſpecting all other 
Governments, and of renouncing all acts of aggreſſion, on 
which you have laid ſo much ſtreſs. 

The Revolution Society farther obſerve, We feel an agree 
“ able ſenſation in beholding that this right of inſurrection has 
« Been ſucceſifully exerciſed in ſo large a country as that of the 
« French republic.” 

The ſociety of The Friends of Liberty and Equality at 
« Belfaſt,” ſay—* For the glory of humanity, may * declara- 
& ton of rights be every where hut in fractice. 

An addreſs from © Sevetal Societies“ of Fadlifumen, calling 
themſelves an offireſed fart of mankind,” and boaſting of the 
| rapid 
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and that a revolution in England was near at hand, 
10 ſo 


rapid increaſe of their numbers, and their determination to fol - 
low the example of the French, ſay—* Ven are already free, 

„ but Britons are frefaring to be fo. A triſile- alliance, not of 
* crowned heads, but of the freofile of America, France, and Great 

« Brithin, will give liberty to Europe, and fieace to the world.” 

This patriotic effuſion of one zeal was ſigned by Mav RICE 

' MaxGaxror, and your client, Tnomas'Harvy. ' | 

In the addrefs of an Engliſh ſociety eſtabliſhed at Paris, or in 
Conpotcer's remarks on it, for it is not poſſible to decide 
from the paper itſelf by which it is written, is the following 
paſſage—* The opening of the ſeſton of Parliament which a- 
« proaches will infallibly become the occaſion" of the reforms which 
© are the moſt urgent; ſuch as thoſe which regard the national re- 
« freſentation—FROM THENCE TO 'THE\ENTIRE ESTABLISH- 
„ MENT OF A REPUBLIC, the tranſition will be the leſs tedious, 
&« becauſe the fene of liberty have 1 1 in * 
46 land. 9 + » 

The Conflitutional Society of London” a their ee 
on the 28th of November, by the hands of their deputies, Meſſ. 
Foel Barlow and Folm Froft, one of whom, it does not appear 
hich, prefaced its delivery with a ſpeech, in which he obſerv- 
ed, After the example given by France, revolutions will become 
«© eaſy: Reaſon is about to make a rahid firogre/ſs, and, Ir WOULD 
„ NOT BE EXTRAORDINARY, IF, IN A MUCH LESS SPACE 
© OF TIME THAN CAN BE IMAGINED, THE FRENCH SHOULD 

* SEND. ADDRESSES OF CONGRATULATION TO A Narr- 
„ ONAL CONVENTION OF ENGLAND!” 

The addreſs itſelf, after aptly congratulating the Canton: 
on the cowardly aſſaſſinations of the roth of Auguſt, and the 
multiplied acts of perjury and rebellion which enſued, and de- 
claring the conviction of the fociety that they ſpoke * the. /enti- 
« ments of the majority of the Engliſi nation,” concluded thus 
“ Other nations will ſoon follow your flefes in this career of im- 
* frovement, and, riſing from their lethargy,” WILL ARM THEM- 
SELVES FOR THE PURPOSE OF CLAIMING THE RIGHTS 
« op Man, with that all-howerful voice that man cannot reſiſt : 2 

It was in his anſwer to this addreſs that the Preſident of the 
Convention obſerved, the moment, no doubt, was afyfrroaching, in 

rohich the French would {OE Tan: to the National Con- 
| L vention 
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bone they be led to ſuppoſe from the ſpeeches 
O 


ovation of e Brivaiw. The Deputies were admitted to the 
honour of the fitting, and the Speech, Addreſs, and Anſwer, 
were ordered to be diſtributed . France, and 10 be 
tranſiated into all languages. | 

In his anſeer to the ſpeech of another deputatian (an the 
28th of November) from the Engliſh and Iriſh refident in 
Paris, the Preſident ſaid»—** Royalty in Europe is either deftroyed, 
© or on the froint of fierifhing—and the declaration of rights, placed 
« by the fide of n g TROY conſume 
4 them 1 

1 bers taken the trouble to extract theſe alli, dme 
| me what were the real deſigns of the ſeditious clubs eſtabliſhed 
at this period in England, and of the French Government itſelf, 
which undoubtedly wiſhed to render them ſubſervient to its own 
views of promoting a revolution in this country—the ſucceſs of 
which thoſe men had taught it to believe was infallible—and 
alſo to aſcertain your ſenſe of an honeft but irregular xtal, of a 
tinge of republican, and of Britifh-reformers, To make any 
comment on ſuch extracts would, in my apprehenſion, be to 
offer an inſult to the common ſenſe of the public. They are 
fufficiently plain to ſpeak for themſelves, and the mind that 
required elucidation would be incapable of profiting by it. 
I could mention a man, who had once the. honour to com- 
mand a Britiſh regiment, and who ſtill, if I miſtake not, bears 
rank in the Britiſh ſervice, that, even long after hoſtilities. had 
begun between the two countries, afforded all the information 
and aſſiſtance in his power to the French: he inſtrufted them 
in the mode of maintaining their cavalry during the winter; 
voluntarily put in requiſition the wood, on a farm which he had 
purchaſed, for the purpoſe of making pikes for the army; ſub- 
_ mitted to the degradation of acting as a ſpy for the Jacobins ; 
and, is even ſaid to have ſuggeſted the horrid idea of maſſa- 
creing all the Engliſh priſoners, and of poiſonipg the ark that 
were to be employed againſt his countrymen ! 
One Jones, a Member of the London Correſponding Society, 
was equally zealous in the cauſe. The following account of 
this man's patriotic zeal is extracted from a report of one of the 
_—_ Woe Convention, in October e 
| : Jo 
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Journal under the immediate influence of the government of 
that day. | 
Ml Parnion-made/in the e eee of 
„the name of JoNxs, an offer of ten pieces of cannon, with 
„their carriages, one hundred pounds weight of grape ſhot; 
and the ſame quantity of ball. I lend theſe cannon. to the 
« French nation (ſaid this generous Engliſhman) to aſſiſt it in 
the conqueſt of its liberty; and, when its independence ſhall 
be eſtabliſned, I requeſt that theſe cannon may be returned 
„ to me, TO BE USED IN ENGLAND, WHERB, vo DOUBT; 
„ WE SHALL SOON HAYE OCCASION FOR THEM,'<—Phis 
« Engliſhman, whoſe offer was accepted, is certainly no friend 
© totyrants, neither is he a partifan of thoſe limited conſtitu 
„ tions which give nothing to the people but the vain title of 
„Free Men, and leave to the chiefs of the government the pre- 
© rogatives attached to abſolute power, and all the meant of 
one day putting liberty in chains. Joxzs bas, doubtleſs, 
„ more than once, groaned to fee his country governed by Kings, 
+ who, for a century paſt, have profited by all the abuſes 
«© which the Gothic Conſtitution of 1688 has conſecrated. Ho 
„ groans at the idea of enjoying no freedom but out of his 
« own country, and burns to hear the baſes of a conſtitution 
ſpeedily proclaimed on the banks of the Thames, fimilar to 
„% that which the French nation will ſoon give to itſelf. Under 
« a king, muſt he ſay to himſelf, liberty is nothing more than 
« ſlavery. In vain do the laws tell us we are free, if our 
actions, if our thoughts, are enchained; Liberty, thou art 2 
% mere phantom, which we follow without being able to graſp; 
t thou art but a vain word, which we pronounce only to regret 
0 the loſs of that happineſs which we enjoy under thine empire.” 

But that you could be ſo bold or ſo weak as to call theſe 
atrocious proceedings, which had for their avowed obje&t—if I 
am able to comprehend the import of language, and the force 
of exprefſions—nothing leſs than the ſubverſion of the conſtitu- 
tion, a contemftible hretext for adopting meaſures of precaution, 
would be to me a matter of ſurprize, if any effuſions. of party 
ſpirit, however diſgraceful, could create flirprize! | 

_ Exulting in the iſſue of the. State Trials, you aſſert, what 
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nit from that party, and that at all events the. 
Miniſters 


no man will be diſpoſed to contradict, tat “ not. a man has 
„been convicted of any treaſon againſt the State; and that no 
conſpiracy: againſt the Government has been detected. But if 
you mean to contend, that the exiſtence of a treaſonable con- 
ſpiracy was not eſtabliſhed, by the proceedings on the State 
Trials, to the conviction of a great majority of the nation, as 
well as to that of many of the Jurymen, I beg leave to enter my 
proteſt againſt any ſuch affirmation. Numbers, I now, were 
firmly convinced of the exiſtence of a conſpiracy for over- 
throwing the conſtitution, although they might not be of opi- 
nion that ſufficient evidence had been adduced to bring home 
the fact to the parties accuſed, and to juſtify a verdict of guilty. 
On this ſubje&, therefore, you have no ground of triumph, and 
the miſerable argument, you have attempted to build upon what 
I muſt confider as a pitiful evaſion, can be of no avail. 
_ While you beſtow the extraordinary appellation of * z/urped 
& authority ** upon the ancient monarchy of France, which had 
ſubſiſted for fourteen centuries, you give the epithet ſacred to 
the law of treaſon enacted in the twenty-fifth year of the reign 
of our third EpwarD. It is eaſy to perceive, that the ſame 
leading firincifile influences your deciſion in both caſes—but the 
nature of that principle I ſhall not here attempt to define. I 
can, however, eaſily excuſe even an exceſs of attachment to a 
ſtatute which had for its object the application of a remedy to 
ſerious evils, which had, at that period, riſen to an alarming. 
height; —and I can as eafily conceive that ſuch attachment 
might be ſtill encreaſed by the facility which that ſtatute afford- 
ed you for ſecuring the eſcape of men, of whoſe guilt, # @ cer- 
tain extent, none but their friends or accomplices can, I think, 
entertain a doubt. But while the ſtatute of the twenty-fifth of 
Evward III. gave a proper check to the inconveniences 
ariſing from conſtructive treaſon, it did not ſupply the neceſ- 
ſary means for the prevention of treaſon, and was therefore 
inadequate. to the end for which it was framed. Indeed, the 
legiſlators of that day ſeemed to be aware of this inadequacy, 
and therefore invited, as it were, in the ſtatute itſelf, the atten-' 
tion of future legiſlators, to the ſupply of ſuch farther provi. 
ſions as the 9 of the times might N neceſſary. 
The 


% 


(.- V7 7 | 
Miniſters would ſoon be compelled to ſubſcribe to 
75 any 


The late Parliament, in the law which it paſſed on the ſubject 
of treaſon, a law which has been as ſeverely as unjuſtly repro- 
bated (from the influence of the principle I have alluded to 
above) by yourſelf and your party, did nothing more than ac- 


cept this invitation of thoſe very men whoſe proviſions you 


deſcribe as ſacred. This ſubje& is fully and. ably diſcuſſed 


in « An Hiſtorical Eſſay on the Principles of political Aſſoci - 


ations in a State,“ by the Rev. Joun BRAND: -a publica- 
tion, from which you, as a conſtitutional lawyer, a politician, and. 
one of . The Friends of the Peofile,” may derive much valuable, 
and, let me add, much neceſſary information. 

Lou reprobate the conduct of the Houſe of Commons, upon 


wie buſineſs of the State Trials, in erecting themſelves © into a 


“ Grand Jury to find capital bills of indictment for the Crown 
“ againſt the Peofile,” — (here you prove, that the Britiſi Re- 


| formers affix to the word Peofile * preciſely the ſame ſenſe as the 


French Facobins)—* and to prejudge their cauſes by publiſhing 
“the accuſing evidence under the cruſhing weight of their 


“ authority.” And yet, when the pamphlet aſcribed to Mr. 


Reeves was the ſubject of diſcuſſion in the Houſe, you made 
no ſcruple to act in a ſimilar capacity, not only to prejudze the 
cauſe, but even to anticifate the verdict of the Fury. © So fully 
« is my mind made up on the ſubject, that I will not heſitate, 
$. even on the inſtant, to declare, that were I a juror, ſworn, to 
“ try the author, I would, without going out of court, pro- 
“ nounce him guilty.” (Nov. 23, 1795.)———* TI have no heſi- 
tation in anticipating what the verdi& of a Jury will be upon 
« this caſe when before them.” (Nov. 26, 1795.) Parliamen- 
tary Rehorts.— The hint, however, was not taken, and the Jury, 


notwithſtanding your anticipation, pronounced a verdict of 


acquittal. As to your con/iftency, that is a point which I leave 


vou to ſettle with your/elf, and with the public. can eaſily 


account for it. 
3 It is notorious, that the leading members of oppoſition were 
conſidered by the French not only as friends to the republic, but 
as 


_—_ 


* We are to underfland, ng that the Society of © Friends of ai] People,” 
which you are a member, are to be confidered only as the Friends of Meſſ. ardy, 
Thetwall, Helcreft, and Co, againſt whom ſuch indictments were found, 


f 
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any terms that they in their wiſdom might chooſe 
1 Ng to 


as the advocates of revolutionary principles; and this idea was 
induſtriouſly propagated among the people of France, as a ſtimu- 
hus to their acquieſcence, firſt in the declaration, and afterwardsin 
the continuance, of the war. Of the prevalence and effect of this 
idea, innumerable inſtances might be dited. In the autumn of 
1793, a play was brought out at Paris, at the Theatre de la Cite, 
and received with unbounded applauſe, entitled The Ofening 
& of the Parliament of England.” Among the Dramatis Peron 
are the KN, Quzen, Pxincs or WaLzs, Meſſ. Prrr, Fox, 
SneRIDAN,and Gu. This laſt gentleman is directed by the 
author to be dreſſed in a red coat, with cropped hair, and boots 
(Grey doit etre en habit rouge; cheveux à la Facobine, des bottes). 
The plot, as might be ſuppoſed, conſiſts in the depoſition and 
murder of the King, and the eſtabliſhment of a e | 
« 44 II.— Scene V. 1 
© GREY, SHERIDAN, FOX, STANHOPE, ge, 

„ Grey, Beneficent Liberty has long quitted this iſle; ve no 
« longer enjoy nature's firſt gift; but we were at leaſt in poſ- 
c ſeſſion of peace, plenty, the arts, and all the benefits which are 
« compatible with a ſtate of flavery. Why then are theſe 
e taken from us? I hear the martial trumpet found; foldiers, 
« failors, even workmen, are dragged to the field of combat. 
„ What is the reaſon of this immenſe preparation? What out- 
« rage have we to revenge, or what danger to dread? I put this 
« queſtion to you, Pi r; anfwer me. Have you calculated the 
« terrible effects of this unjuſt war? Our manufactories, our 
fields deſerted, commerce expiring, credit ſhaken, thouſands of 
ed men facrificed, diſgrace and infamy henceforth attached to 

e the very name we bear! Such is your criminal work, fuch is 


« the fruit of your ridiculous pride. Senate, the people are 


tired of their ſhameful ſervitude, they accuſe you of being their 
„ oppreſſors. Legiſlators, it is no longer in your power to 
« fave the country; adopt, therefore, the only meafure which 
c Juſtice and Prudence avow. Declare to the ſovereign people 
« that the exerciſe of the ſupreme power has reverted to them, 
« and let the Commons afſemble throughout the three kingdoms; 
ec this ſalutary ſtep will reſtore you to the eſteem of your fellow- 

« citizens. France las been the faſt to ſet @ great example 10 the 
| | £0 © US « Word, 
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to w. The firſt motion brought forward by 
Mr. 


% world, why do you hefttate to follow it ¶ Let us * Alba, 
* and cotſecrate auguſt liberty on its ruins, 

6 SHERIDAN. I e the motion. 

„Fox. 1 ſupport it, 

* STannors. Itis ha only means by which we can fare the 
* country, = — = — — ͥ — — DD — 
Fox. Know, ſenators, that Pitt himſelf ſowed the ſeeds of 
the French revolution; he alternately laviſhed our treaſures on 
e both parties, in order to balance their means and their ſtrength. 
„He every where applauded the efforts of France; now he eh- 
&« creaſes the number of her enemies, and excites their rage. 
50 Scene VI. — Ilie Houſe of Lords. © 

(De Peofile landing round Fox.) 

© Gxevy. Your baſe oppreſſors have deſerted their poſts; they 
© are gone to plan your deſtruftion. Look at this place, which 
« Pride and Hypocriſy have too long polluted ; you ſhould now 
% occupy, and purify it.— (Ilie People take poſſeſſion of the Lord: 


4 feats, and the throne.) — People, your deareſt intereſts are at 


« {take ; diſcuſs, deliberate with us, and let us unite to ſave the 
' State: The moment is come for you toreſume your rights; quit, 
« at laſt, a ſtate of ſlavery, and let us proclaim Liberty ! 
„ PEOPLE. Vive la Liberte /” 

I An alarm is here given that the French have landed, and 

that the troops are preparing to march againſt them.] 

4« Grey. Let us all to arms, my friends; rouſe yourſelves, 
and exerciſe your ſupreme power againſt your enemies; then 
« let us march to meet the French, not to fight, but to embrace 
u them. Let us ſwear an eternal friendſhip to them on the 
i tombs of our tyrants. Come, citizens, follow us; your 
« friends will lead you on to victory. War, war with e 
and {ive la Liberte ! 
4 PxoeLe, War with, tyrants! Five la Libertd: me 

[Extunt omnes. 


The honourable functions of Public\ Accuſer *, are then 


{ 


ä 


conferred 


— — dt 


* 


* Candour extorts the obſervation, that the French themſelves did not 


attach any idea of diſgrace to this important function; nor meant to aſcribe 
any aH, iH, qualities to the perſon on whom they beſtowed it, . 565 
ve 
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Mr. Gx in February, 1593, had for its object 


to 
conferred on Mr. Fox, who is made to paſs ſentence on his Sove- 


- reign. This being ſettled, Mr. Gx xx thus addreſſes the People — 


« Citizens, it is not enough to have deſtroyed the tyrant, you muſt 
alſo deſtroy tyranny; you muſt aboliſh royalty, or renounce the 
* happineſs of being free. People, your will made Kings, it is 
« your buſineſs to annihilate them. — — — — — 
Let us then found, after the 3 of our ch an 
« imperiſhable republic, on the baſis of r un . £ 
« cracy, a republic, or no liberty ! n k 

„ PEOPLE. A republic! a republic! | 

„GREY. You have conſecrated. the republic; let us now | 
« ſwear that it ſhall be one and indivifible. This done, we will 
« 50 to meet the French; we are worthy. of them, becauſe we 
« have imitated their conduct. They were our enemies, while 
« we were governed by tyrants; but now a holy friendſhip will 
© unite us for ever; and may our example accelerate the happy 
moment, when all the people of the earth will form but one 
« family!“ 10 
1 ſhall not be ſuſpected of ue to the 3 2 
names are here introduced the ſentiments which the author has 
been pleaſed to aſcribe to them. My only object in giving theſe 
extracts is to ſhow w hat an impreſſion was made by their ſpeeches 
in Parliament on the minds of the people of France - ſpeeches 
which, as far as they were rendered inſtrumental in that country 
to a continuance of the war, were e prejudiqhn to the 
intereſts of England. 

The impreſſion thus created was ſo 2 55 that, when. the 
Engliſh reſident in France were all impriſoned, in conſequence 
of a decree of the Convention, they were frequently aſked why 


| they did not obtain letters from the leaders of oppoſition, which 


would certainly procure them their liberty.— This Teen Was 
n rt to a friend of mine. 


ꝙ— — — —_—_ 2 2 dd. PO OOTY WT” 


_— 


« 1 have been told by a gentleman who was at ſchool with Fouquier- 
« Tinville, and has had frequent occaſions of obſerving him at different pe- 
« riods fince, that he always appeared to him to be a man of mild manner and 
« by no means likely to become the inſtrument of theſe attocities; but « 
« Kr eng addiction to gaming having involved' him in embarraſſments, he was 
4% induced to accept the office of Public Accuſer to the Tribunal, and was pro- 
« gteſſively led on, from adminiftering to the iniquity of his employers, to 


« find a gratification in it himſelf.“ n in France, vol. II. p. 206. 


(a 

to fix the charge of aggreſſion on the- Britiſh 
Government; but the Houſe, very properly, re- 
pelled the idea, with that virtuous indignation 
which became a Britiſh Senate, jealous of the 
honour and dignity of their country. Mr. 
Grey's propoſition to addreſs the King to put an 
immediate ſtop to hoſtilities was rejected by a 
large and deciſive majority. In fact, it could be 
conſidered as little leſs than an inſult to the com- 
mon ſenſe of the members, after the treacherous 
conduct of the French, who, as I have ſhown, en- 
deavoured to impoſe upon our Miniſters, by pro- 
feſſions to which their practice, at the very time, 
gave the lie direct; after the ſtrenuous efforts 
made by our Miniſters to preſerve tranquillity, 
by ſtating, clearly and ſpecifically, the grounds 
upon which it might be preſerved, and “ giving 
and even courting enſilauatious of a, pacific ten- 
dency ; after it had been proved, that the French 
would not ſuffer us to remain at peace, unleſs we 
conſented to ſacrifice the honour and ſafety of 
the State, to call upon the Houſe to declare that 
our enemies had acted right, and the . Britiſh 
Government wrong, was, in my apprehenſion, an 
inſult of the groſſeſt nature. Such a propoſition, 
brought forward at ſuch a time, and under ſuch 
circumſtances, fortunately ſtands without an ex- 
_ ample in the annals of our legiſlature. 

After praiſing Mr. Grey for an act, which 
was properly reprobated by ninety-nine perſons 
in every hundred, throughout the kingdom, (for 
vou are compelled to admit that the war was 
entered upon with the perfect en of the 


people, ; 
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* though you have the modeſty to conſider 
all who differed in opinion on the ſubje&t from 
you and the ſmall circle of your friends as fools, or 
ſomething worſe,) you proceed to comment on a 
paſſage. in his Majeſty's ſpeech on the twenty-firſt 
of February, in the following year, relating to the 
grounds of the war. One might naturally be led 
to ſuppoſe, that the paper which gave you ſuch 
offence, muſt, at leaſt, ſtate that the war had, as 
you frequently inſinuate, (though you dare not 
openly aver it,) been undertaken for the purpoſe 
of impeding the progreſs of freedom in France, 
and of compelling the French to adopt the ſyſtem 
of government which prevails at Conſtantinohle, 
or the polity of the court of Seringapatam. Little, 
indeed, could one imagine, that the ſtaunch 
friend of Chriſtianity, and the determined enemy 
of popular exceſs, would feel ſuch deep indigna- 
tion at an avowed determination “ 70 oferoſe that 
© wild and dęſtructive ſyſtem of rapine, anarchy, 
&* mpiety, and irreligion, the effects of whith, as they 
* had been manifefted in F rant, furniſhed a dreadful 
e hut uſeful leſſon to figſterity.— But, we are told, 
forſboth ! that this declaration © wholly and ab- 
* ſolutely precluded the return of peace!” The 
juſtice of this inference can only be admitted on 
the ſuppoſition that you, who drew it, were 
aſſured, that the French were refolved never to 
abandon that ſyſtem. You go ſtill farther, and 
gravely afſert—you are lawyer enough, though, 
to know that aſſertion is not proof that this de- 
claration directly refuted the unfounded affertion 
| 3 that I have 6 this aſſertion by 
e authentic 
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authentic froof5, which I dare you to controvert or 
invalidate—* that the war had proceeded from 
France; and ſhowed that peace could, under 
no conceſſions of France, have been preſerved.— 
How did it ſhow this? —Becauſe the war was 
eto be waged to ſubdue frincyp/es and opinions; 
* to change the Government, and not to puniſh overt 
« acts of inſult, or to enforce reſtitution.” 

Theſe are bold aſſertions of your own, wholly 
unwarranted by the declarations of Government! 
But the whole paſſage exhibits a ſpecimen of 
logic peculiar to yourſelf, and too curious to be 
omitted here. © If the return of peace, —you 
ſay.—“ was at the opening of the ſeſſion declared 
to be inadmiſſible, whilſt the principles of her 
« Government continued, it follows, that the 
« original preſervation of peace muſt have been 
« equally inadmiſſible, whatever conceſſions might 
*« have been made by France to fireſerve it, ſince 
<« the ſelf-ſame ſyſtem exiſted at the commence- 
ment of the war, which was now pronounced 
eto be an inſuperable obſtacle to negociation.”'— 
Really, Sir, you muſt hold the people of England 
in ſovereign contempt, if you imagine they can be 
the dupes of ſuch miſerable ſophiſtry as this ! 

« The war was to be waged,” as it had been, 
to reſiſt hoſtilities commenced againſt us by the 
enemy, and an aggreſſion wholly unprovoked on 
our part. It is, I know, a favourite topic with 
the philoſophical politicians of the; preſent day, 
that to wage war againſt principles is to commit 
an act of injuſtice of the moſt atrocious nature, 


To fight againſt mere ab/ra# principles would 
M 2 ined 
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indeed be an act of inſanity ; but to reſiſt prin- 
ciples when attempted to be reduced to prattice, 
in a manner that threatens our own ſafety and 
independence, is juſtifiable not only by the law of 
nations, but by the all-powerful plea of ſelf- 
preſervation. VaTTEL, ſpeaking on this ſubject, 


fays— If, then, there be any nation of a refleſs 


e and miſchievous diſpoſition, always ready to 
& injure others, to traverſe their deſigns, and To 
© RAISE DOMESTIC TROUBLES; it is not to be 
«doubted, that all have a right to join, in order 
* to repreſs, chaſtiſe, and put it ever after out of 
* its power to injure them“. That France was 
a nation preciſely of this deſcription, no man will 
be bold enough to deny. The principles pro- 
claimed by her amounted to little leſs than the 
aſſertion of a right of univerſal legiſlation, and 
a determination. to overthrow all the exiſting 


Governments of Europe. ce Royalty in Europe em 


—ſaid the French“ is on the point of periſhing ; 
& and the declaration of rights, placed by the 
« ſide of 7hrones, is a devouring fire which will 


© conſume them.” They took no pains to con- 
| ceal the nature and extent of their principles; on 


the contrary, they took care to tranſlate all their 
offenſive decrees, which, as well as their attempts 
to change, by force, the government of neigh- 
bouring States, they ſtated to be the neceſſary 
reſult of their principles, into all foreign languages. 
The acts of: aggreſſion committed upon our 
Allies, and the formal diſavowal of the obli- 
gation of all juſt treaties, were the 5 N 


4 Varent, Bogk 2 Chap. 3. e p 
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of their þrinciþles. It was not therefore ſufficient 
that we ſhould repel ſuch aggreſſion, that we 
ſhould drive them out of the territories of our 
Ally, which they might re-enter whenever they 
choſe, we had a right to expect that they ſhould. 
offer us a ſecurity againſt the. renewal of thoſe 
acts by diſclaiming the principles on which they. 
were founded. This was the concęſſon by which. 
the war might have been prevented. Lord 
GRENVILLE, as I have before obſerved, had ex- 
preſsly ſtated, as the condition of continued 
friendſhip, that France muſt ſhow a diſpoſition 
\<: to: renounce her views of aggreſſion and ag- 
« grandizement, and to confine herſelf within 
& her own territories, without inſulting other 
«* Governments, without diſturbing their tran- 
« quillity, without violating their rights.” She 
evinced no ſuch diſpoſition ; on the contrary, ſhe 
proceeded immediately to reduce to prattice the 
principles here complained of. But it is ridiculous 
to ſay, that if ſhe really had made the conceſſion 
thus ſpecifically demanded, the preſervation of 

peace would have been inadmiſſible. 
_ You evidently confound the principles avowed 
by the Government of France, with the ſyſtem 
of Government itſelf, and hence you are led to 
infer, that to infiſt on a renunciation of thoſe 
principles was to demand a change in the Govern- 
ment, or, in other words, the deſtruction of the 
republic. This was an object which moſt cer- 
tainly Miniſters never had in view, as he condition 
of fieace. They ſoon, indeed, had too much rea- 
ſon to think that peace, with any Adminiſtration, 
profeſſing the principles which the French Minif- 
Fei eve PER try 
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try of that day profeſſed, and on which they acted, 
would be impracticable; and that the beſt means 


of producing a dereliction of thoſe principles, 


and, confequently, of eftabliſhing the tranquillity. 
and ſafety of Europe on a permanent baſis, would 
be the reſtoration of monarchy ; but this they 
confidered as a means of obtaining their object, 
not as the object itſelf. 4 

You repreſent this mode of waging war againſt 
principles as © a new and fatal principle of hoſti- 
<« lity.” —The aſſertion is not very correct, be- 
cauſe VATTEL, as we have ſeen, had expreſsly 
eftabliſhed the principle; but if the practical 
application of it be new, whom have we to thank 


for it ?—Thoſe immaculate republicans who ap- 


pear, in your opinion, to be infallible, but who, in 
fact, are the firſt people, at leaſt in modern times, 
that have rendered the aſſertion of ſuch a princi- 
ple of hoſtility neceſſary and unavoidable. In- 
deed, they were themſelves fully aware that their 
principles muſt be objects of reſiſtance to all ex- 
iſting Governments; and they evidently intended 
that they ſhould be ſo; hence the Preſident of 
the Convention, after the decree of the 16th had 
been paſſed in November 1792, alluding to the 
war which France had declared againſt the Em- 
peror and the King of Pruſſia, obſerved “ PRIx- 
*© CIPLES ARE WAGING WAR AGAINST TY+ 
« RANNY, Which will fall under the blows of 
e philoſophy.” This was perfectly true; the diſ- 
organizing principles proclaimed by the French 
Goyernment had declared, as they themſelves re- 


peatedly confeſſed, eternal war againſt royalty, that 
is, againſt every political inſtitution or form of 
| ', e Government 
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Government which differed from their own. Of 
© courſe, the regular Governments were compelled, 
in their own defence, to wage war againſt thoſe 
principles. It was with them, not an object of 
choice but a matter of neceſſity. The principles 
were avowedly the active aggreſſors; they were 
the cauſe of hoſtility. Mr. Fox, indeed, whom 
you praiſe moſt extravagantly, apparently for no 
other reaſon than. becauſe 'his ſentiments corre- 
ſponded with your own, was pleaſed to repreſent 
a conteſt purſued on theſe grounds as having 10 
defined nor definable object. But he might as well 
tell me, that if a man threatened to take away my 
life, the judicial means I ſhould adopt for ſecuring 
myſelf againſt the effects of ſuch threats, would 
have no definable object; and that, before I could 
have any lawful ground of action, I muſt wait 
until he had put his threats in execution.—The 
object, in both cafes, is to obtain reparation for 
a paſt act of aggreſſion, and ſecurity againſt _ 
future act of a fimilar nature. 

But though the Britiſh Miniſters never meant 
to preſcribe a change of the French Government 
as a condition . of peace, I can have no wiſh to 
evade the grand queſtion itſelf, but am free to 
maintain that, if they could not effe& by any 
other means the deſtruction of thoſe diſorganizing 
principles, which were avowed and enforced by 
the perſons exerciſing the powers of Government 
in France,* they had an undoubted right, accord- 


5 It was declared by DawTox, in the Convention, that ( the 


i ational Convention of France ſhould be a Committee of 


LInſurrection againſt all the Kings of Europe.“ a 
ing 
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ing to the maxim avowed: by VATTEL, (whoſe 
authority Mr. Fox himſelf has conſecrated) to 
exert every effort for the overthrow of the repub- 
lic. This maxim indeed is evidently founded on 
the all- paramount principle of ſelf-preſervation, 
and only gives to States that right and that power 
which are veſted in every individual by the laws 
of nature, confirmed by the laws of ſociety. If a 
fire ſhould break out in the houſe of my neighbour, 
will it be contended that I ſhould have no right to 
quench the flames, nor to remove nor deſtroy any 
combuſtible matter which might tend to.nouriſh 
them, in order to prevent the probable deſtruction 
of my own reſidence? In ſhort, to deny the right 
here aſſerted, and which V aTTEL properly deno- 
minates the igt of Security, would be to maintain 
the monſtrous ' propoſition, that a Government 
can exiſt with ſafety without the means of defence. 

The next motion brought forward by oppoſition 
(in Jan. 1795,) who ſeemed determined to ſuffer 
no one ſeſſion to eſcape without giving to the 
French ſome grounds of encouragement, had for 
its object a premature recognition of the republic, 
which muſt effectually have deſtroyed all hope of 
dividing her force, by the aſſiſtance of that party 
in France which had invariably reſiſted the new 
Government. The motion was, of courſe, op- 
poſed by the Miniſter ; but while he ſought to 
avert the diſaſtrous effects which it was calculated 
to produce, he prudently reſolved that the ground 


o Vattel, ubi ſupra.—See alſo Objections to the Continu- 

« ation of the War examined and refuted,” by Jon EVITE, 
Eſq. p. 67, 68. | 

of 


1 
of his reſiſtance ſhould not be open to the miſre- 
preſentations of his enemies, nor urged as a Proof | 
of his difinclination to peace. He therefore, in- 
ſtead of putting a direct negative on the motion, 
propoſed an amendment to the following: N 

e was adopted by the Houſe: | 
That under the preſent olicuritances; this 
7 © Houſe feels itſelf called upon to declare its de- 
termination firmly and ſteadily to ſupport his 
« Majeſty in the vigorous proſecution of the 
< -preſent juſt and neceſſary war, as affording, at 
this time, the only reaſonable expeCtation of 
permanent ſecurity and peace to this country; 
e and that, for the attainment of thoſe objefts, 
* this Houſe relies with equal confidence on his 
% Majeſty's intention to employ vigorouſly the 
force and reſources of the country, in fufyftort 
M its efſential intereſts ; and on the defire uniformly 
« manifefted by his Majeſty, to effect a pacification. 
on juſt and honourable grounds with any Go- 
««  vernment in France, under whatever form, which 
*« ſhall appear capable of maintaining the accuſ- 
« tomed relations of peace and _y with other 
6466 countries”. ER 
This poſitive declaration clearly eſtabliſhes theſe 
facts that the exiſtence of a republic in France | 
had never been conſidered by the Britiſh Govern» 
ment as a bar to peace; that Miniſters had ever 
been defirous to conclude a peace on juſt and 


7 Woopep All's Parliamentary Reports. 
N ' honourable 
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honourable . grounds ; ; and that the exiſtence / of 
any form of Government in France would not be 
regarded as an impediment to the termination of 
the war. In order to prevent the inference which 
any impartial perſon muſt naturally: be led to 
draw from the peruſal of the amendment, you, 
diſingenuouſly, change the conſtruction of the 
ſentences; and wholly omit the words here marked 
in Italics; evidently becauſe this ſolemn parlia- 
mentary avowal of the uniform manife/tation' of ' his 
Majeſty's: dire to «conclude a ' ſafe and permanent 


Heace exhibits a complete contradiction of your 


unfounded aſſertions on the ſubject. Your-inter- 


| pretation of the Miniſter's conduct, in this inſtance, 


confuted as it is by his own poſitive teſtimony, 
and by indubitable facts, is too puerile and inſig- 
nificant to merit a ſerious comment; while the 
RAxr you purſue, in conſequence of this falſe 
gonſtructian, is too ridiculous to excite-any thing 
more than a ſmile. It might 7ze// very well by way 
of appeal to the paſſions of a jury, or the judg- 
ment of a, mob; but as an addreſs to the good 
ſenſe of the Britiſh public, it will not, believe 
me, anſwer your purpoſe. T Wo other motions 
were made in the courſe of the two enſuing 
months, by Mr. GREY and Mr. Fox, which, as | 
they were of a ſimilar import, — courſe expe- 
tiewnchd a ſimilar fate. n 
During theſe tranſactions in England, it int 
naturally be ſuppoſed, that the perſons exerciſing 
the powers of Government in France had ex- 


DO a \ to retract thoſe aggreſſive 
| principles 
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principles which had occafi oed the war, or at 
leaſt, had avowed ſome ſentiments of a faciſic 
rendency which had the effect of convincing the 
gentlemen in oppoſition that theſe principles were 
no longer, as Mr. GRE obſerved, «© incompati- 
e ble with the ſafety of other States, and which 
encouraged them to inſiſt ſo ſtrenuouſly on the 
immediate recognition of the French republic: 
How'far this was the cafe, a few Joſt will ſuffice 
to ſhow. 

In the month of April, 1793, a decree paſſed 
the Convention, by which the puniſhment of 
death was to be inflicted on any perſon who ſhould 
propoſe peace with any country, unleſs that coun- 
try acknowledged the French republic, one and 
indiviſible, founded on the principles of liberty and 
equality. It cannot eſcape obſervation, that the 
object of eſtabliſhing this fre qud non of peace 
was to extort a general acknowledgment of theſe 
democratical principles as the legitimate founda- 
tion of government, and, of neceſſity, a confeſ- 
ſion, that all Governments, but that of France, 
were founded, as the French had repeatedly, i in- 
ſiſted, on uſurpation and injuſtice. 

In the ſitting of the Convention on the 2oth of 
January, 1794, CamBon, the French Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, ſaid Let us judge with im- 
« partiality the frinciles on which the Britiſh 
4 Government reſts. I ſee a Kino! Good God! 
« a King! what a monſter in nature! A King, 
% who by the very ſtatutes is entruſted with ſuch 
a plenitude of power, as muſt devour all the 
Ns | « little 


( 92 ) . 
_« little powers which popular credulity flatters 

« itſelf that it_is ſtill inveſted with.“ 
Covurtron in the ſame fitting, propoſed. an 
oath, which was inſtantly taken by the Conven- 
tion, © that they would deſtroy all tyrants,” alias, 
Kings, Among. other means of accompliſhing 
this purpoſe it was moved, © That all Kings 
ee ſhould be beheaded in effigy, and that the La 
e Judgment of Rings ſhould be repreſented at 
V every theatre *.” It was alſo reſolved— to 
b « * 


Le Fugement dernier des Rois, a Prahllicy, in one aft, is the 
production of Citizen SYLVAIN MarEcHaL, and was firſt 
performed at Paris, at the Theatre de la Refiublique, where, of 
courſe, it was received with the greateft ahlauſe; L ſay of coarſe, 
becauſe if any free Frenchman had been ſo free as to expreſs 
any, diſapprobation on the occaſion, there can be little doubt 
that he would have been inſtantly transferred to one of the 
many thouſand Baſtilles which cover the face of this free re- 
public, and from thence conſigned to the care of Sava Mater 
Guillotina, as that voracious monſter has been impiouſly de- 
nominated. The property of this piece was expreſsly ſecured 


to the author, in a ſpecial manner, by a decree 'of the Con- 
vention, 


The ſtage was made to repreſent the interior of an iſland, in _ 
the center of which was a Mountain throwing ont flames during 
the whole time of performance. lo. the' front was a cottage, 
n * N ron ö 

Il vaut mieux avoir pour voiſin 
* Un volcan qu'un Roi. 
c Liberté — — — Egalité. “ 
A man had Better e re 4 82 — | 
A eo) 

The nature and akate of the fontiments n 2 
| piece which was ſanctioned with the approbation of men who 
could publicly proclaim in the ſenate ſuch principles as thoſe 

| advanced 


3 
« congratulate the Mountain on account of the 
energy diſplayed in the trial of the tyrant, and 
to order a fer de joye to be fired the very hour 
hen the tyrant died.” 


In the month of February, 1794, BaxRERE, 
in the name of the Committee of Public Welfare, 
thus addreſſed the Convention, on the ſubje& of 


peace You defire peace ;—ſo do the confede- 
rated Kings, but mark at what price. A diplo- 


„ matic 


advanced by CamBoN, CYVTRon, and ann, may be 
eaſily conceived. 

The plot is ſimply this—An European Convention is ſuppoſed 
to have been holden at Paris, which is modeſtly ſtated to be the 
metrofeolis of Eurofie, conſiſting of Sans-Culottes repreſentatives of 
all the different people which Europe contains. Here the eſta- 
bliſument of an univerſal republic is decided; and all the Mo- 
narchs are baniſhed to the iſland, where they are conſumed by 
the flames iſſuing from the Mountain, 

If any member of the Loyal Aſſociations had preſumed to 
write a piece ur which all the Kings of Europe were deſtroyed 
by the Mountain,* it would certainly have been repreſented, by 
the advocates for the French in this country, as an indecorous 
attack upon the Government of an independent State; as a 
groſs ca/umny upon the Miniſters of that Government; and as 
a ſcandalous miſrepreſentation of their views and deſigns. But 
as this piece was written by a French Citizen, and was not 
only honoured with the decided approbation of the legiſlature, 
but was, in conſequence of a formal decree enacted for the pur - 
poſe, repreſented in every theatre in France, no man will be 
bold enough to deny, that it contains the ſentiments and prin- 
ciples of the French Government, with whoſe profeſſions on 
other occaſions it ha correſponds, and affords the moſt 

irre fragable 


ed. 


: * Every body knows, that this was the afiftellation affumed by FD prevail. 
ing party of that day; and is till applied to the Facobin members of the two 


Garmncils, 


— 


Yo = I Fc A ner 


( 94 ) 
a matic agent in a neutral State ſaid the other 
day The Confederate Powers are willing 
e proviſionally to acknowledge the republic; (a 


« burſt of laughter enſued;) well, let us. fro- 


vViſionally deſtroy all tyrannica! Goveruments.— 
* (Loud applauſes.) The tytrants offer you peace, 
* becauſe they have neither money nor troops 
* Ir THE BRITISH PEOPLE WISH FOR PEACE; 


©. WHY DO_THEY NOT DETACH THEMSELVES 


„ FROM THEIR INTERNAL GOVERNMENT? 
| *& Arms 


irrefragable proof of their fixed determination to eſtabliſh an 
univerſal republic in Europe on the ruins of monarchy. 
Among other ſentiments, of a ſimilar nature, are the follow- 


ing, uttered by a * rench e who is the hero of 


the piece ; 

« Did there ever exiſt a nation which had morals and a King 
« at the ſame time? Future generations! will ye pardon your 
« good anceſtors for their exceſs of degradation, ſtupidity, 
& and ſelf-denial ?” (In ſubmitting to live under a monarchĩcal 
Government.) “ Nature, haſten to complete the work of the 
« Sans-Culottes ; blow, with your fiery breath, upon that re- 
& fuſe of ſociety, and make them return to that ſtate of nihility 
& which they never ſhould have quitted. 

« Inflift alſo the ſame puniſhment on the firſt of us who ſhall 
« pronounce the word King, unaccompanied. by thoſe impre- 
* cations which the idea attached to that infamous word natu- 
rally preſents to every republican mind. | 
For my own part, I pledge myſelf inſtantaneouſly to eraſe 
te from the book of free men whoever ſhall, in my preſence; 
“ pollute the air with any expreſſion that can tend to give a fa- 
« vourable idea of a King, or of any other mon/trueſity of the 
« kind. Comrades, let us "all ſwear to do the ſame. © 

Ile Sans-Culotte:, We ſwear it !—Five la Liberte !—Vi ve 
la Refabligue!“ 1 

'9 And yet theſe are the men who, as you fay, repelled with 
« indignation 


(i989 ) 
Arms arid gunpowder l 
Ho peace] Wr eee wil e ung e een 
It is, I conceive; ſoarcely poſſible to peak more 
alaitily ; or to betray a diſpoſition more hoſtile to 
peace, or more incompatible with the ſafety of 
other States. Let any true Engli/hman compare 


the conduct of the two Governments, at this 


period, and decide, whetller your inference; or 


mine 18: founded on juſtice: and truth- I would 
willingly leave the matter at iſſue between us to 
the plain good ſenſe of my countrymen H:] deſire 
ha bther arbiter -I look to no other judge. And 
' though I have not, like you, the preſumption to 
anticiate their verdict, I have that confidence in 
the goodneſs of my cauſe, and the ſtrength of my 
probfs, that I ſhall await their, ſentence Fitlidut 
fear or apprehenſion. 4 ++! + + 
It will be-no-difficult matter to: prove, n the 
principles of negotiation laid down by the French 
republicans theniſelves; that ei would not have 
entered into a treaty with any other nation in a 
| Gtuation, and under cireumſtances, fimilar to thoſe 
in which France, at this period; was placed. In 
the explanation of the Executive Council to our 
Miniſters, quoted by yourſelf, it is poſitively ſtated, 
that, Ie knowledge of the general will ir the only 
« baſis of the tranſactious of nations *with each: others; 
and weican only treat with any Government what- 


e jndignation the charge of encouraging ſedition againſt Go- 
« yernments,” and whoſe profeſſions on that head you main- 
_ tain to have been deſerving of credit!!! | 
| 64 er 
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© ever on this principle; that fuck a Government ir 


« deemed vhe organ of the general will of the nation 

« governed,” It will ſcarcely be contended, that 
the citizens of the Executive Council, all of 
whom, with a fixg/e exception, have fince periſhed 
by their own hands, or by the axe of the guil- 
lotine, were © the organ of the general will” of 


France. Nor will it, I apprehend, be urged, that 


RokkSPBIERRE's Committee of Public Safety, or 
rather of Public Deſtruction, with the Director 
Cannor at its head, was the organ of the general = 
will. France, torn by contending factions, had 

exhibited, from the ſummer of 1789 to the cloſe 
of 1794, a conſtant ſeries of revolutions and com- 
motions ; fix hundred thouſand of her inhabitants 
had periſhed on the plains of La Vendée; eighteen 
hundred and twenty of her towns' and villages had 
been reduced to aſhes ; and her numerous places 
of confinement had enclofed no leſs than fix hun- 
dred thouſand” flate firiſoners"!-— Where, then, in 
what body of men, was the organ of the general 
will to be diſcovered? It was no where to be 
found. France, therefore, agreeably to her own 
principles, was not in a fituation to be treated. 


with by any foreign power. 


No ſooner, however, had the new conſtitution 
of 1795 been eſtabliſhed, the principles of which 
it is foreign from my preſent purpoſe to diſcuſs, 
obſerving only, that it was uſhered in by an act of 


* See „Les Bandits Demaſques,” E 
5 s tyranny, . 


(9%) 
tyranny, at which every true friend to freedom 
muſt revolt, though you do not think it worthy 
one ſingle Expreſſion of cenſure, than the Mini. 
ſters haſtened to announce to the world, that 
the period was arrived, when his Majeſty would 
meet any diſpoſition to negotiate on the part bf 


the enemy, with an earneſt dgfre to give it tie Fullsf 
and jheedieft\ effe, and to conclude a treaty of 
general peace whenever it could be effected on 
juſt and ſuitable terms for his e and his 
Allies: 

1 ſhould have thought that a' declare ſo 
explicit and clear would have r- ſatisfactory 
to every friend of his country. It certainly held 
out an invitation to the French to enter into a 
negotiation, and proclaimed a ſincere deſire, on 
the part of the Britiſh Government, to bring it to 
a ſpeedy and ſucceſsful termination. It did prove 
ſatisfactory to a vaſt majority of the Parliament, 
and to the great maſs of the nation; but not ſo, 
it ſeems, to the perpetual cavillers of oppoſition; 
This meaſure is reprobated by you with- almoſt 
as much ſeverity as any of the preceding meaſures 
of Adminiſtration. Whatever comes from that 
quarter incurs your diſpleaſure, and nothing ap- 

pears' to SIO you but the condutt of our ene- 

ee That head, or ſtomach, is not 1 che beſt, 

« Which nauſeates all, and nothing can'digeſt.” - 
No Engliſhman could poſſibly have coneftured 
the ground of your diſpleaſure, in this inſtance, 
though a French republican probably might.— 
: 0 Lou 
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You are enraged. with Miniſters becauſe they only 
expreſſed a. readineſs to meet any diſpoſition to 
negotiate; and becauſe, foxſooth, they did not 
declare their readineſs to throw themſelves at the 
feet of the Directory, and /upplicate. a peace. A 
man who had one ſpark of Britiſh fpirit in his 
ſoul would have ſcorned to urge ſo baſe, ſo in- 
glorious, ſo ignominious an objection! But, we 


e told, „ that the Britiſh Government had de- 


* clared the incapacity of the French Govern- 
« ment! —I have proved the exiſtence of that 
incapacity; from their own. general principles 
and, ſtrange to tell!“ that this obſtacle ſtill 
continued. Why? becauſe the King in his 


meſſage, had declared it to be removed. Really, 


dir, this. is $00. groſs an inſult, on. the underſiand- 
ing of your readers to paſs current even with the 
verieſt blogkhead at Beaufort Buildings or Palace 
Yard! It is neither marked by the point of ridi- 
cule nor the force of fact; and it wants alike the 
recommendation of- ſenſe, the plea of daceney, 
and the grace of decorum 

The mode of reaſoning by. which you. * OS 
attempt to ſupport this concluſion, is not lefs ex- 
traordinaxy than the concluſion itſelf. 

| You ſay, that The Britiſh, Government, by 


tie various acts of its Crown and Parliament, 


« had interpoſed a poſitive and ublic obſtacle to 
« negotiation,” by declaring the incapacity of the 
French Government; but that the declaration in 
queſtion © was a mere Hrivate communication of 
N * King of. Great Britain to his own Parlia- 


60 ment,“ 


(9 } 

„ ment,” and that, therefore, the obſtacle to a 
negotiation till continued. But was not the 

declaration of the capacity of France to nego- 
tiate made with the ſame deyree of publicity, 
and preciſely in the ſame manner, as the decla 
ration of her incapacity had been made before? 
or, to ſpeak more correctly, was it not made in a 
more formal, more ſpecific, and more public 
manner, fince the removal of the impediment 
was announced by a meſſage from the Throne, 
whereas the exiſtence of the obſtacle was only 
ſtated, indirectly, in the courſe of debate? If the 
one may be called a private communication from 
the King to his Parliament, the other muſt come 
under the ſame deſcription. + If France could 
not be ſuppoſed to know any thing of the latter, 
how could ſhe be ſuppoſed to be acquainted with 
the former? Both communications were made 
through. the ſame channel — that is, through 
the medium of Parliament, and therefore both 
were equally frivate or equally public, and France, 
conſequently, had a right to act upon both or 
upon neither. If the interpoſition of the obſtacle 
was public, its removal was public alſo; and 
if the removal was frivate, the interpoſition was 
private alſo. Either the enemy could not be ſup- 
poſed to know that any impediment to negotiate 
had exiſted, or ſhe muſt be ſuppoſed to know 
that it had been removed. I do not ſee the poſſi- 
bility of an alternative. And yet, upon the 
validity of an objection ſo  captious, ſo futile, 
82 conſent to ſtake the whole credit of your 
| O2 work; 


—_— 
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work; and boldly leave the matter to the deciſion 
of © every man whoſe reaſon is not diſordered, 
“ and whoſe heart is not corrupted.” I am not 
aware that my reaſon is diſordered, and J truſt, 
that my heart is as pure as your own; and yet 
to me, I proteſt, it appears that your objection is 
as baſeleſs as © the fabric of a viſion.” —On this, 
however, as on other Patent, the public en de- 
cide between us. 

Ihe addreſs on the meſſage w was oppoſed by Mr. 


| Sunn IDAN, who wiſhed to ſubſtitute anamendment 


of his own, in order to make his Majeſty /ament 
that he had not diſgraced himſelf by liſtening to 
the ſuggeſtions of oppoſition, in Preference to 
the opinion. of Parliament, and the voice of the 
nation. And this ſupplied you with a ſeaſonable 
opportunity, of adminiſtering a copious doſe of 
flattery to that gentleman, whoſe public ſpirit, 
genius, eloquence, and wit*, form the theme of 
Bog i 54 your 


Tou are particularly layiſh of your commendations on the 
wit of Mr. SHERIDAN (one of the chiefs of your party) which, 
you tell us, © affords the happieſt illuſtration of Pofe's deſcrip- 
“tion of this rare and fu qualification.” That poet, if my 
memory fail me not, ſays— 
% A wit's a feather, and a chief's a rod; 

4 An hone/t man's the nobleſt work of God.“ 
But, alas! wit with you has the precedency; and poor nourry 
does not come in for a ſingle particle of praiſe, from the firſt 
page of your pamphlet to the laſt, though al} the members of 
oppoſition are aptly panegyrized, 

That man becomes a real object of conipaliton whoſe hard 
fate it is to be not only cenſured by his foes, but libelled by his 


Friends, This is pnforranately the caſe with Mr, SnzzIDAN, 
wan 
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your admiration, though you are totally filent on 
his private virtues, and on all thoſe. moral qua- 
lities of the mind; which, in the eſtimation of 
ſome antiquated writers, have been deemed eſſen- 
tial requiſites in the formation of a patriot. 

Here, Sir, let me aſk, on what maxim of equity 
or juſtice it is that, in the aſſertion of your general 
principles on the ſubject of peace, France is 
invariably exempted from their influence and 
operation? Upon what principle of public law, 
npon what plea of precedent or example, can you 
juſtify the impoſition of the whole onus pacificandi 
upon the nation aggrieved ? In all the ſpeeches 
of your party, in all the publications of your 
partiſans, it has been invariably inſiſted that 
England, engaged in a war of ſelf-defence, of 
ſelf-preſervation, ſhould make overtures for peace ; 
but it never once has been ſuggeſted by any of 
them, that France, though the aggreſſor in the 
conteſt, though ſhe literally compelled us to go. 
to war, by declaring war againſt us, ought even 
who has not only been ſubjected to the unpleaſant ſenſations 
which your awkward and equivocal compliments muſt neceſ- 
ſarily have excited, n has recently been attacked in the moſt 
anton, unjuſt, and illiberal manner, in the debates of the Legiſ- 
lative body of France. Dupont de Nemours, a member of the 
Council of Elders, in the fitting of the 13th March, exclaimed 
* Diſpenſeriez-vous les Repreſentans du peuple de payer 
leurs dettes? Imiteriez-vous ce ſcandale qui a eu lieu en 
6. Angleterre! Alors vous ne manqueriez pas de collegues 
$ qui parviendraient, comme Sheridan, à ſe faire Elire, puis 
66 reelire, pour avoir un ſurſis au moins de fix annees. 


« Mais le corps l&giſlatif y perdrait beaucoup de fa conſider- 
1 ation,“ | L* Hiftorien 10 Mars. 
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to evince a diſpoſition for peace. Every topic 


which ingenuity could deviſe, or eloquence en- 


force, for the purpoſe of ſtimulating us to the 
adoption of this line of conduct, has been ex- 
hauſted; but though all the arguments urged 
might have been employed againſt our enemies, 
with tenfold force, they never have been applied 


to them. This is a proceeding ſo oppoſite to the 


wiſe practice of our anceſtors, ſo little conſonant 


with the maxims of ſound policy, fo wholly re- 


pugnant to the principles of true patriotiſm, that 
it can only be imputed to a tribe moſt diſgrace- 
ful to thoſe who could ſuffer themſelves to be 
actuated by it. It is not ſufficient that our Mini- 
ſters have to maintain a conteſt unparalleled in 
the importance of its object, and the extent of 
its danger, but they muſt alſo have to encounter 
an oppoſition equally unparalleled in the naturs 
and tendency of their exertions. | 
After ſome few weeks had elapſed, FO" 
which the French exhibited no more ſymptoms 
of a pacific diſpoſition than they had before diſ- 
played, our Miniſters, determined to prove to 
the whole world that they were willing to give 
effe& to the ſentiments which they had profeſſed, 
as far as lay in their power, ſent orders to Mr. 
W1ck Ham, the Britiſh Envoy at Bal, to deliver 
a note to M. BARTHELEMI, the republican Mini- 
ſter, the object of which was to enquire whether 
or not the French Government were diſpoſed to 
put an end to the war, by opening a negotiation 
for the concluſion of a peace on juſt and ſuitable 
terms? 
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terms? Whether, for this purpoſe, they would 
fend a Miniſter to a general Congreſs? Whe- 
ther they would ſpecify ſuch general baſes of a 
pacification as France intended to propoſe ? And 
laſtly, if this mode of proceeding were objected 
to by the French Miniſtry, Whether or not they 
would point out ahy other mode calculated to 
ne te the ſame end a General Peace? 

It certainly was neceſſary to aſcertain, in the 
Sri: inſtance, whether thoſe perſons who had 
hitherto talked of nothing leſs than the extermi- 
nation of Kings, the abolition of monarchy, and 
the revolution of Europe, had changed their ſen- 
timents with the form of their Government, and 
would really condeſcend to make peace with regu- 
lar eſtabliſhments that had not acquieſced in their 
aſſertion of univerſal ſovereignty. Before it was 
known whether they would treat or not, and 
there was every reaſon, from their paſt conduct, 
to infer that they would not treat, it was needleſs 
to appoint a Miniſter Plenipotentiary for conduct- 
ing the negotiation which they might refuſe to 
open. The queſtions put were plain, ſimple, 
and ſpecific. The anſwer given by the Direc- 
tory. began by exprefling ſome doubts. as to the 
lincerity of our Miniſters, founded on the abſurd 

and ridiculous plea of Mr. Wrcxnam not being. 
entruſted with power to negotiate. Waving, 
however, all objections, the Dire tory proceeded 
to declare, that they would ſtate ſpecifically and 
openly the terms upon which they would conſent 
to open a negociation. Theſe terms, were, that 

the 
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the Combined Powers ſhould acknowledge the 
right of the French Republic to retain poſſeſſion 
of all the countries which her arms had conquer- 
ed, and which it had pleaſed her to annex, by con- 


ſtitutional decrees, to her own territory; and this 


acknowledgement was urged as an indiſhen/ible 
frreliminary to a negotiation! Any farther pro- 
ceedings. were. of courſe rendered unneceflary, 
by this peremptory declaration, which made the 
concluſion of a treaty upon juſt and ſuitable 
terms abſolutely impracticable, and ſet up a plea 
ſo monſtrous; in itſelf, and ſo: fatal in its conſe- 
quences, as to become a matter of ſerious appre- 
henſion to every power in Europe. This plea 
aſſerted nothing leſs than the right of preſcribing 
laws to the world, and of oppoſing the proviſions 
of the conſtitutional code of France to all the 
rules, regulations, and conventions which had 
hitherto been acknowledged by every civilized 
power, The magnitude of the conceſſion 3, 


though of itſelf an inſuperable bar to negotiation, 


The French territory would, in that caſe, include 1. Old 
France as it was before the war; 2. The French colonies in the 
Weſt Indies ſtill occupied by France; 3. The iſles of France 
and Mauritius; 4. Martinico, St. Lucie, and Tobago; 5. The 
whole iſland of St. Domingo; 6. Pondicherry, Chandenagore, 
Caricul, Mahé, and the other French eſtabliſhments in the 
Eaſt Indies; 7. Avignon and the Comtat Venaiſſin; 8. The 
Principality of Montbeliard, and the Biſhoprick of Porentrui; 
9. Savoy, Nice, and Monaco; 10. Auſtrian Flanders and Bra- 
bant, and all the Emperor's dominions on this fide the Rhine; 


11. Maeſtricht, Venlo, the Iſle of Walkeren, &c. and Dutch 


Flanders; 12. The Biſhoprick of Liege, the Duchy of . 
_ &c. & c. &6. | 
Was 
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was ſtill teſs objectionahle than the aſſertion of this 
arbitrary and deſtructive principle. The fubje, 
however, has been ſo amply and ably difcuſfed, 
in one of the moſt eloquent productions“ which 
has iſſued from the preſs ſince the commence- 
ment of the war, that I ſhall purfue it no farther. 

The inſolent charge of 1fncerity, preferred by 
the Directory, would have been too contemptible 
to notice, had not the members of your party 
deigned to repeat the language of our enemies, 
and even to give to their frivolous objeCtion an 
extent and interpretation which they themſelves 
had never aſſigned to it. You affect to ſupport 
its validity by a plea, the fallacy of Which I have 
already demonſtrated”; viz. the ignorance of 
France as to the change of ſentiment which had 
taken place in the Britiſh Councils, on the ſubject 
of the capacity of her Government to make and 
maintain treaties. Do you mean to contend that, 
in point of fact, this circumſtance was not known 
to the French Miniſters ?- You know that it was, 
for you know, at leaſt you ought to know, that 
the King's Meſſage, and the Parliamentary De- 
bates on the ſubject, had been tranſlated into 
French, and had appeared in the Pariſian Jour- 
nals. Beſides, if it had not been known by any 


% Remarks upon the Conduct of Perſons poſſeſſed of the 
«, Powers of Government in France, and of the Official Note 
„of M. Barthelemi, dated Bafil, March 26, 1996.%—This 
pamphlet, having nothing to recommend it, but ſtrong ſenſe, 
ſound judgment, able reaſoning, deep obſervation, extenſive 
knowledge, and elegant dition, could not be expected to vie with 
your tract in rapidity of circulation a extent of popularity. 


other 


\ 


( 106 ) 


other means, was not a epos to France. t to 
treat tantamount to a formal acknowledgment of 
her capacity to make and maintain treaties? Moſt 
certainly it was. There are ſo much pitiful 
quibble and paltry chicane in your declamation, 
[ cannot call it argument, on this topic, that it 
can, ſcarcely. be deemed worthy of ſerious con- 
futation. It reſembles more the captious croſs- 
examination of a doubtful witneſs at the Old 
Bailey, than the dignified diſcuſſion of a politi- 
cal point by a Britiſh Senator.—After all that can 
be ſaid on the ſubject, this will appear demon- 
ſtrable to every man of common ſenſe, that all the 
objeCtions ſtarted by your party were not ſtarted 
by the French themſelves, and that what were 
ſtarted by them did not prevent them from giving 
that ſpecific and poſitive anſwer which it was the 
object of the queſtions to obtain. The matter, 
therefore, ultimately reſolves itſelf into this point 
Were the terms propoſed by France as the greli- 


minary to a negociation, fuch as could be ſubmit- - 


ted to by England, conſiſtently with her own 
political ſafety and commercial independence? 
No man has yet appeared bold enough to anſwer 
in the affirmative. . The imputation of inſincerity 
has been repelled with juſt indignation by thoſe 
againſt whom it was alledged, and the attempt to 
negociate produced at leaſt this good eſſect—it 
aſcertained the averſion of our cn} from the 
concluſion of a peace. 
But the extraordinary attempt made by the 
meabers of oppoſition to corroborate and extend 
the 
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the objections ſtarted and waved- by the French, 
was calculated to anſwer another purpoſe. - In 
the courſe of the different debates on the ſubje& 
of peace, the oppoſition endeavoured to ſtimu- 
late Miniſters to make ſome propoſitions to the 
enemy, by ſtating the inevitable conſequence of 
a refuſal on their part to accede to juſt and equi- 
table terms to be the union of all parties and 
deſcriptions of men in ſupport of the war. One 
of the moſt reſpectable members of oppoſition, 
in point of character and property, (Mr. T. W. 
Cox k,) had expreſsly ſaid, © The experiment of 


* trying to obtain it (peace) could do no harm, 


* and might do much good. If it ſhould fail, 
*« the conſequence would be uniting. the heart and 
« hand of every Engliſhman for a vigorous firoſecu- 
tion of the war,” And the general language of 
the party was this“ If France refuſe to treat, 
« or if ſhe inſiſt upon unjuſt and inadmiſſible con- 


« ditions, you will be ſo far from loſing any point 


« by the overture, that you will have all England 
4 unanimous, you will convert whatever oppoſes 
“you at preſent, you will have even ourſelves for 
« your aſſociates and confederates. Whatever bears 
« the name and diſtinctive character of Engliſh- 
« men will aid and ſecond you in the conduct and 
« ſupport of a war, which, by the refuſal or in- 
« temperance of France, will then have indeed 
« become what you have hitherto only pretended, 
a war of juſtice and neceſſity, a war of honour 
and utility, a war for the liberty and indepen- 
10 dence of Europe.“ 
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the nation, the only alternative left to the oppo- 
ſition was boldly to ſtand forward and maintain, 
that the terms ſtipulated by France were ſuch as 
the Miniſters ought to have acceded to; or to 
fulfil their engagement, and give their vigorous 
fupport to the war. This, I contend, was the 
only mode of proceeding that could be arr 
without a palpable breach of honour and a flagrant 
violation of duty. But inftead of acting with 
candour, manlineſs, and deciſion, they had re- 
courſe to the diſgraceful quibbles and chicanery 
which I have deſeribed. They ſtooped to con- 
firm the objection which the enemy had waved,” 
ſtarted ok which had never occurred to them ; 
and the ambitious and encroaching ſpirit of the 
French, which, on former occaſions, when the 
danger reſulting from it was infinitely leſs, had 
rouzed the jealouſy and excited the patriotic in- 
dignation of Mr. Fox, was now ſuffered to paſs 
without cenſure or remark, and the pledge ſo 
folemnly given ſtill remains to be redeemed — 
The public and poſterity will W N ſuch 
enen pe 


5 To enter into a 1888 analyſis of your work would be a 
taſk too tedious and unpleaſant for me to undertake, - But when 
ſuch paſſuges as the following occur, which is not unfrequently the 
cafe, I cannot always withſtand the temptation of aſking for an 


After this ſolemn pledge to Parliament and to 


exfilanation. * The object of Mr. Wick yan's propoſition, and the = 


extent of his authority, were to pump Mr. BaRTHELEMI: A 
ei new title in the code df diplomacy :—Quere—H#hat title ?— 
This,. Sir, might do very well in a ſpeech, dut not in a pam» 
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 - The refuſal of the Directory to open a nego- 
tiation on admiſſible terms was not viewed by the 
people of France m the ſame favourable light in 
which the oppoſition in England had choſen, for 
obvious purpoſes, to conſider it. The irreyo- 
cable annexation of Belgium to the territory of 
the republic was openly queſtioned, and the party 
who, adopting the views of the Government, 
inſiſted on the propriety of extending her fron+ 
tier to the Rhine, was publicly ſtigmatized, as 
« the faction of the new limits;” while a vaſt 
majority of the nation were decidedly hoſtile to 
the diſaſtrous project of rendering the neceſſity 
of ſuch extenſion a pretext for the continuance of 
the war. In order to counteratt theſe impreſſions, 
the Directory ſtudiouſly propagated a report, 
through the .medium of their official Journals, 
that fair and equitable propofitions*of peace had 
been made to the Combined Powers, and rejected 
by them. This ſerved to keep the public mind 
in a ſtate of ſuſpenſe, and enabled the Govern- 
ment, in the interim, to purſue their own plans 
without moleſtation. - 
Buch was the ſtate of things, when the Britiſh 
Miniſters, determined to remove, if poſſible, 
every ground for cavil, and even to humour the 
pride and arrogance of the French, ſo as to leave 
them nothing, in point of form, that could fur- 
niſh them with a prezex? for an objection, made 
application, through the Daniſh Ambaſſador at 
Paris, for a paſſport for a perſon of confidence 
to 
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to be ſent to France for diſcuſſing the means of 
promoting a general peace. This application was 


treated in the moſt inſulting manner by the Di- 


rectory, and it was ſome ti time © Devore the paſſport 


| . be Sbiaines, 


On the arrival of Lord ba beta at Pacia, 


tis well known, he propoſed to eſtabliſh, in com- 


pliance with eſtabliſhed forms, a general princi- 


ple, as the baſis of a negotiation. The principle 


he ſuggeſted was that which the French denomi- 
nate the” firinciple of retrocejuons. It muſt be ob- 
ſerved, that in the Memorial containing this 


propoſition, his Lordſhip apprized the French 


Miniſter that he would be © called upon to con- 


« ſent to ſuch arrangements as would '/atisfy the 


« zuſt demands of the King's Allies, and reſerve 
« the folitical balance of Europe.” The French 


Government muſt have been aware, that-this ar- 


rangement could apply to no other object than 


the reſtitution of Belgium. They evidently. were 
aware of it, and, therefore, they ſhuffled and 


equivocated *, and hefitated ſo long before they 
would give an explicit anſwer to the propoſition 


s This ſnhufffing and equivocation of the Directory, which 


excited the contempt or indignation of all Engliſhmen at the 


time, has been renewed by you, in your comments on the ne- 
gotiation; but in the courſe of your remarks you have not 


made a ſingle attempt at elucidation of fact or novelty of ar- 


gument; and the perſpicuity, correctneſs, and elegance, which 


you ſo juſtly admire in Lord MarmesBury's Letter, form a 


perfect contraſt to 705 characteriſtic features of Four own pro- 
oh | | 
ot 


Py 
. —  ——_ 


g „ 
of the Britiſh Miniſter, that the Memorial was 
delivered on the 24th of October, and the ac- 
knowledgment of the principle of negotiation. 
withholden until the 27th of November. Nor 
would it have been given even then, as it has 
fince appeared, had not the public voice con- 
vinced the Directory: that ſome caution at leaſt 
was neceſſary in the execution of their plan for 
breaking off the negotiation. As, however, the 
principle of mutual conceſſion was formally ac- 
knowledged, there was reaſon to hope that the 
- French Government were ſeriouſly diſpoſed to put 
an end to the calamities of war, by receding from 
thoſe exorbitant pretenſions which had operated 
as an impediment to a negotiation, but ſome few 
months before, and which zhey knew muſt prove 
an inſuperable bar to the concluſion of a treaty. 
Such certainly was the impreſſion, created on 
the public mind, both in England and France, 
by their conduct at this period. The deluſion, 
however, was ſoon diſpelled, the ſame inadmif- 
{ible claims which had been advanced before, in 
reply to the Note preſented by Mr. Wick nan, 
were renewed ; and the French conſtitution was 
again. repreſented as paramount to the public law 
of Europe, and as an inſurmountable obſtacle to 
the ſeparation of the Netherlands from the terri- 
tory of France. With the ſame contempt of all 
rules and modes of proceeding invariably eſtab- 
liſhed in ſimilar caſes, an Ultimatum was peremp- 
torily demanded at an early ſtage of the nego- 
tiation, 
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tiation, and its refuſal, though ſanctioned by 


uniform practice, and accompanied by an offer 


of fair diſcuſſion and full explanation, conſidered 


as a ſufficient ground for an abrupt termination 
of the important buſinefs of paciftcation, and as 


a valid pretext for the immediate diſmiſſion of 

the Britiſh Miniſter from the territory of the re- 

pablec. | 
The relative. conduR of the two contratting, or 


rather negociating, parties, forms an apt charac- 


teriſtic of the principles of the two Governments. 


England, intent on the faithful obſervance of 
treaties, and on the preſervation of that political 
balance, on the maintenance whereof the ſafety, 
and indeed the exiſtence, of many of the Euro- 
pean States immediately depend, and which 
therefore has been an object of extreme ſolici- 
tude to the moſt enlightened ſtateſmen of all 
ages, cheerfully conſented to make a facrifice of 
all the important poſſeſſions which ſhe had taken 


from France in the courſe of the war, in different 


parts of the globe, for the attainment of this one 
grand object. France, on the contrary, bent on 
the final accompliſhment of thoſe deſtructive 
projects of conqueſt and aggrandizement, which 


had impelled her to the unprovoked declaration of 


war, peremptorily refuſed to make a ſingle facri- 


fice to the peace and ſecurity of Europe; and, 


when compelled to acknowledge that ſome com- 
penſation would be juſtly due to our Ally for the 
enormous loſs which oy a compliance with her 

N exorbitant 
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exorbitant terms he muſt neceſſarily ſuſtain, the 
ſtill contrived—with a revolutionary Machiaveliſm 


: 


peculiar to herſelf to make ſuch compenſation 


ſubſervient to her own ſchemes of univerſal de- 
molition ; for ſhe propoſed 'to indemnify the 
Emperor by robbing other Princes of their terri- 
tories, and by a total diflolution of the Germanic 
conſtitution, which, as chief of the empire, that 
Prince was bound, by oath, to defend, but which 
France herſelf had ſecretly determined to ſubvert. 
and overthrow. 

You labour hard to embarraſs, by forenfic 
ſophiſtry, a plain queſtion, which every man 1s 
competent to decide upon. The rupture of the 


negotiation was the ſimple effect of the determi- 


nation of the enemy to aſſert a general principle 
incompatible with the ſecurity of other powers, and 


not to forego the practical application of that prin- 


ciple to the conqueſts which ſhe had made during 
the war. In other words, to maintain the right of 
the French republic to annex irrevocably to her 
own territories the poſſe ions of any foreign Poten- 
tate which her arms might ſubdue; and to retain 
poſſeſſion of Belgium, the acquiſition of which 
would prove deſtructive of the balance of power, 

and conſequently of the ſafety of Europe. In- 
ſtead of quibbling, therefore, on thoſe important 
points, it behoved you to prove, that the prin- 
ciple thus aſſerted, and the poſſeſſions thus re- 
tained, were not incompatible! with the ſafety of 
Europe i in general, or of England in particular. 
| | 2 The 
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: government of Fannin the -autianof 1794. 


„a 
The firſt, however, you diſavow, and the laſt you 


expreſsly declare yourfelf unqualified to diſcuſs. 


But notwithſtanding this avowed diſqualifica- 
tion, you {till enter upon a partial view of the 
ſubject, and advance every argument which your: 
own mind can ſuggeſt, or with which the more 
fertile invention of the Directory can ſupply you, 
in order to prove the exiſtence of a neceſſity on 


the part of France to retain poſſeſſion of Bel- 


gium, and conſequently to juſtify its annexation 
to the republic. You ſay, that the ſenſe of the 
danger to which France was expoſed at an early 
part of the war from the invaſion of the Allies, 
„now oppoſes the retroceſſionꝰ of that country 
in other words, that the determination of the 
French to retain Belgium ariſes from the convic- 
tion that its poſſeſſion is neceſſary to ſecure them 
from the danger of foreign invaſion.ä— But this is 


not the true motive, in the firſt place; and, in 


the ſecond place, the pretext urged is fallacious 
and unfounded. For it is known to have been the 
decided opinion of Louvois, Turenne,  Villars, 
Vauban, and other competent judges, that France 
was completely protected, for every purpoſe of 
defence, by what Vauban called her iron- Frontier; 
that is, her double line of ſtrong fortreſſes which 
are extended the whole length of her northern 
frontier.“ Nay, Vauban went ſtill farther, and 
maintained that the poſſeſſion of Brabant, far from 


* This opinion was adopted and proclaimed by the republican 


operating 
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is 


operating as a ſecurity to France, would even di- 
miniſh her means of protection. The reaſon which 
He affigns for this opinion is, that, poſſeſſed of 
Brabant, France would neglect her real bulwark, 
and her fortreſſes would become ſecondary, in- 
ſtead of remaining . objects of her atten- 
tion and care. 

D Lackorx, indeed, aſſigned a moſt curious 
reaſon in ſupport of his propoſition, viz. that as 
Belgium had been the ſource of all wars for two 
centuries paſt, the ceffion of it to France would 
enſure the tranquillity of Europe for two. centu- 
ries to come !—So that the dangerous ſpixit of 
aggrandizement by which this aſpiring nation had 
confeſſedly been actuated for two hundred years, 
and the reſiſtance of which had been ever deemed 
a juſt ground of war by the European powers, is 
now urged as a motive for acquieſcing in the com- 
plete g grati fication of her ambition, (at a time when 
ſhe is become more dangerous than ever to the 
neighbouring States,) by the ceſſion of a territory, 
the immenſe importance of which is ſufficiently 
eſtabliſhed by her unvaricd eagerneſs to obtain it. 


Another reaſon to induce the French to perfiſt 


in her reſolution of keeping this valuable country 


has been advanced by DvupoxT DE NEMOURSs, a 
member of one of the Councils.“ Belgium,” 


gays this ſtrenuous ad vocate of the new limits 
can ſupply France, from the maſs of her eccle- 
e fiaſtical property, with the means of diſcharging 
a conſiderable part of her debts; and can put 
* her ina  fituation to ſubſiſt, after the war, on 
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ec ſuch contributions as a ſtate of peace will ad- 
«© mit of. 


« Without Belgium, it is evident that the Go- 
© vernment will not be able to conciliate the rights 
« and intereſts of the public creditors and of in- 


© dividual proprietors. The one would not re- 


4 ceive what is due to them, or the others would 
* be obliged to pay a great deal more than they 
seither could or ought to pay. Even ſhould they 
© be diſpoſed to bear the loſs between them, they 
would probably be reduced to a ſtate of inca- 
« pacity inſupportable to both. 

* We cannot ſay, even to a ſlave, die; much 
ce leſs can we fay ſo to a powerful and valiant na- . 
7 tion, who, notwithſtanding her paſt errors and 
<< efforts, is ſtill poſſeſſed of reſources which, m- 
« ployed againſt her enemies, may produce an in- 
46 calculable effect.“ 

That the plunder of Belgium would be of in- 
finite ſervice to France, “ in the exhauſted ſtate of 
her finances, I am perfectly willing to concede ; 
but that ſhe ought to be allowed to indemnify 
herſelf for the expences of a war, provoked and 


. declared by herſelf, out of the ſpoils of thoſe 


powers whom ſhe had unjuſtly attacked, and by 
the gratification of that ſpirit of conqueſt and 


* By a parity of reaſoning we ſhould have an undoubted 


right to retain all the poſſeſſions which we have taken from the 
French, as there can be no doubt that they would furniſh us 


with the means of defraying a part of the expences incurred 
by the war. And the argument is much ſtronger on our fide, 


becauſe we were forced into the war, and therefore have a 
| ebe to indemnity. 
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aggrandizement which led her to attack them, is 
a doctrine, to the ſupport of which, your argu- 
ments evidently tend, but which, I believe, no 
Engliſhman will be found {0 W nend 
to eſpouſe. 

But the grand motive which ſtimulates the rulers 
of France to inſiſt ſo ſtrongly on this point, is the 
ſame which influenced the invaſion of the Nether- 
lands in the winter of 1792. The rulers of that 
day, and their confidential agents, openly avowed 
their object in the poſſeſſion of Belgium, to be the 
deſtruction of the naval power and commerce of Eng- 


land; which they hoped to effect by the means I 


have before deſcribed. It is, indeed, moſt certain, 
that the poſſeſſion of a country ſo truly valuable 
from the fertility of its ſoil, the extent of its popu- 
lation, and its advantageous ſituation for trade, 
manufactures, and commerce, as well as from its 
vicinity to the United Provinces, over which it 
would give the French an influence and authority 
as deciſive as if they were lords of the ſoil, would 
ſupply them with ample means for gratifying that 
ſpirit of hatred and revenge, which ever has, and 


which ever will, prevail in France againſt Great 
Britain. 


To acquieſce in the exorbitant pretenſions of 
the French, would be to encourage plunder, to 
acknowledge the ſavage ©* Loi du plus fort,” to 
ſanction revolutionary principles, and to abandon 
thoſe important intereſts which are ſo effentially 
connected with our commercial and political inde- 
Fa. But, excluſive of thoſe weighty con- 

| fiderations 
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n 
fiderations which muſt ſtrongly impreſs the mind 
of every man who has a ſincere regard for the 
welfare of his country, there is another motive 
for reſiſting the claims of our enemy, on which 
you do not condeſcend even to beftow a ſingle 
thought. I mean our treaty with the Emperor, 
by which we have ſolemnly engaged to ſecure to 
him the poſſeſſion of his dominions as they ſtood 
before the war. We therefore are bound, by every 
tie which Enghſhmen have hitherto hallowed 
and revered, not to give our aſſent to any diſ- 
memberment of his territories, unleſs the uncon- 
troulable events of war ſhould ultimately compel 
him to conſent to ſuch a ſacrifice. Then, and 
then only, unleſs our honour is to be offered as a 
tribute to the ambition of the French, will it be 
for us to conſider how far our acquieſcence in the 
cefhion will, under all the circumſtances of the caſe, 
be proper and expedient. But deſperate indeed 
muſt be the ſituation which would juſtify an ac- 
quieſcence that would place in the hands of 
France the moſt powerful means of offence againft 
England. 

It ſhould not be forgotten, that the conditions of 
this treaty with the Emperor never incurred the 
cenſure of your party , and that we have certainly 
derived from it the moſt ſerious advantages, in 
- the diverſion of that immenſe force of our ene- 
my, which would otherwiſe, long before this, 
have been directed excluſively againſt this coun- 
try; for, however anxious the Emperor might be 


to n ere in a conteſt, in which his deareſt in- 


tereſts 
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tereſts are involved, it would: have been impoſſible 
for him to continue the war without the pecuniary 
aſſiſtance which he received from England. Inte- 
reſt therefore preſcribes what honour commands. * 


But, ſorry am I to fay, that this conſideration | 


appears to have no weight with you, and that you 
ſeen to conſider the violation of a treaty as 4 
matter of indifference. Elſe why repeat, with 


affected energy, and in letters of extraordinary: - 


ſize, no leſs than three times in little more than a 


page, that © the Britiſh: nation is at this mo- 


© ment. at war for Belgium?“ This pitiful at- 
tempt ad captandum vulgus; this contemptible en- 
deavour to “ ſplit the ears of the groundlings,” 
in order to render the war unpopular, by repreſent- 
ing it as a mere conteſt for à tract of country not 
belonging to ourſelves, and of the value of which 
you affect to be ignorant, deſerves the ſevereſt re- 


probation. It is a low unworthy artifice, evidently 


calculated to miſlead and inflame the minds of 


thoſe who are unable to detect it. Belgium, con- 


fidered in the abſtract, merely as a territorial 
{ 

In the negatiation- between England ad France in n 1761, 
when the French miniſter propoſed, as one of the conditions of 
, peace, that Eygland ſhould forſake her Ally, the King of Pruflia, 
Mr. PrTT rephed in the true ſpirit of a Britiſh Miniſter, “ I re- 
turn you, Sir, as totally inadmiſſible, the memorial relative to 
« the King of Pruſſia, as implying. an attempt upon the honour of 
Great Britain, and the fidelity with which his Majefly will al. 
* ways faulſil bis engagements with bis Alles.” What a different 
language do you and your party wiſh to e to the Miniſter 
of this day ?—a language alike diſgraceful to himſelf, and diſ- 


honourable to * n 
"gd poſſeſſion; 
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poſſeſſion, without any reference to the commer- 


cial and political advantages which its poſſeſſors 
muſt acquire, or to the influence which it muſt 
have on the ſtate of Europe, might poſſibly be 


regarded as an infufficient ground of war; but 


what ſtateſman, what politician, what ſenator, 
what man of common ſenſe, can poſſibly conſider 
it in ſo abſurd a point of view? If it were only 
a tract of land one league in extent, and pro- 
ducing a revenue not worth acceptance; if it 
were even like Gibraltar, a barren rock —ſtill, if 
the ceſſion of it to our enemy would deſtroy the 
political balance of Europe, and materially affect 
our on intereſts and ſafety, it would conſtitute a 
lawful and juſtifiable reaſon for continuing the 
war, and all our efforts ſhould be e to en- 
force its reſtitution. 

If you had paid the ſmalleſt Age of atten- 
tion to this important ſubject, you could not have 
failed to notice the extreme anxiety which our 
moſt able ſtateſmen have at all times entertained 
with reſpect to the dangers ariſing to Great Bri- 


tain from the relative ſituation of the northern 
coaſt of France, and the opportunity which it 


affords of annoying our commerce, and facilita- 
ting the means of invaſion. Hence the demolition 


of the port of Dunkirk was made an expreſs ſti- 


pulation in the treaty of Utrecht; and this ſtipu- 
lation was renewed in all ſubſequent treaties, 


until the peace of 1783; and ſo much importance 


was attached to this object by Mr. Pr, (father 


of the preſent TOE)" that in the negotiation 
which 


= (21. . 
which took place in 1763 between the two powers, 
that enlightened Miniſter abſolutely rendered it 
the „ine qud non of peace. In the inſtructions de- 
livered to Mr. STANLEY, as the himatum of the“ 


Britiſh Cabinet, it was poſitively ſtated . Dun 


Kirk ſhall be reduced to the condition in which 
it ought to have been placed after the treaty of 


Utrecht, without which ud peace can be cbm 


<* aluded. Since, then, men, whoſe deep know- 
ledge of the true intereſts of their country no ones 
will preſume to queſtion, could regard the demo- 
lition of a fingle port as a matter of ſuch high. 


conſequence, what importance muſt they necef- 


farily have attached to the acquiſition, by France, 
of ſuch an extent of territory and of coaſt as the 


would acquire by the ceſſion of Belgium: 
Lou are compelled to acknowledge, that, the 
« aſcendancy of France hereafter, in the ſcale of 


Europe, whatever may be the ultimate terms of 
general tranguithty, muſt be always /o very pow- 
« erful, from the fertility and extent of her terri- 
© tory, her immenſe population, and the active 
4 genius of ber people, that her relation to Eng- 
land can never be indifferent, If ſuck then 
would be the aſcendancy of that aſpiring nation, 
270 in the event ri a ny which ſhould limit 
1 
11 The 3 of ns as mark are N in the habit of quoting 
5 authority of the late Lord CHAT RAM, whenever they think it 

0 


rds them an opportunity for attacking his ſon to advantage: 
Why then will they not deign to follow the example of that illuf* 


trious ſtateſman on a point of ſuch vaſt 3 to e | 


the aggrandizement of France? >a 43 35; 
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her to the dion of her ancient territory, it 
follows. of courſe, of neceſſity; from your own 
acknowledgement, that the ceſſion of the con- 
quered countries to France would effectually com- 
plete the deſtruction of the balance of power. 

. You cenſure Miniſters for being influenced by 
che conſideration of conſequences in reſiſting the 
retention of Belgium by the French, and for diſ- 
regarding conſequences when urged by your party 
in oppoſition to the war: but your cenſure in 
both caſes is unfounded in juſtice. In the firſt 
inſtance they have, as I have ſhown, the opinions 
of the moſt enlightened ſtateſmen in juſtifica- 
tion of their conduct; and, in the ſecond, your 
ſtatement is unfair, for they had no alternative; 
they were forced into the war and therefore, had 
the conſequences you deſcribe been as obvious 
as they were uncertain, they would have been 
obliged to incur them. But you always argue 
upon falſe premiſes, and aſſuming the fact that 
Miniſters began the war, which is contrary to 
truth, proceed to draw ſuch concluſions as anſwer 
your purpoſe, and then triumph in the ſtrength 
and extent of your own reaſon and ſagacity. 
Both theſe qualities you, no doubt, think emi- 
nently diſplayed in the miraculous diſcovery that 


war is an evil and peace a bleſſing! Though it 
might, I ſhould think, have occurred to a man 
of common ſenſe, that there are ſituations in which 
_ wiſdom preſcribes the neceſſity of incurring a 
temporary evil, and. of foregoing a temporary 
1 in order to avert a laſting ern, and to 

| ſecue 


123 5 


ſecure a permanent _ But thoſe writers 
who deal in aſſertions find it convenient "to ad- 
vance general poſitions, which exempts them at 


once from the rx pe N 4 and the e 
of diſcrimination. eee 

From the fads 1920 adduced; which contfa- 
dick all your aſſertions, it evidently reſults, that 
our Miniſters adopted every means that was com- 
patible with the honour and ſafety of the nation 
for averting hoſtilities ; that during the period 
which elapſed between the declaration of war, and 


the eſtabliſhment of a new conſtitution in France, N 


the ſtate of the Government in that country was 
ſuch as to preclude, according to the principles 
laid down by the French themſelves, the poſ- 
fibility of negotiation, even had the enemy 
evinced a pacific diſpoſition ; that no ſooner did 
the dawn of returning order appear in France, 
than they haftened to proclaim the removal of 
thoſe difficulties which had operated as a bar 
to negotiation; that, ſhortly after, though the 
enemy had diſplayed no wiſh to meet the kind of 
invitation which their recent declaration had 
holden out, they adopted means for aſcertaining 
the real diſpoſition. of the French on the ſubject 
of peace ; and laſtly that, notwithſtanding the ex- 
orbitant pretenfions advanced by the enemy, they 


again courted an accommodation, and even ſub- 


mitted to a meaſure, which many of the beſt 
friends of the country were diſpoſed to confider 
as a degradation of her dignity, and ſent an Am- 


d to Paris. From the ſame facts it alſo 
R2 reſults, 
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Felults, that; during the whole period of the war} 


from ãts: declaration at the beginning of 2793; to 


the preſent day, THE FaeExcuy Governuext 
AS NEVER; 'MADBE*/A: SINGLE ADVANCE 10 


WARDS AN ACCOMMODATION-; RAS NEVER 


BROUGHT FORWARD ONE PROPOSITION 'FOR 
SHE TERMINATION OF "HOSTILITIES 3 AND HAS. 
NEVER BV EN EXHIBITED THE SMALLEST $YMPs 
TOM OH A PACIFIC DISPOSETION. | To whom 
then does the following exclamation; of yours 
Apply? What muſt be the reſponſibility of the 
<< raſh/and precipitate auibors f war, and the u 
** formly. backward negotiators of its termination 


l leave it to aBriTISH public to decide. 


Ho would the true Britiſh ſpirit of our brave 
anceſtors, who fought and who conquered in the 
blood ſtained fields of Crecy and of Azincourt—how 
would the proud ſouls of the gallant followersof 


our-Hexrvs and our ED warns—how would the 


indignant minds of SYDNEY and of Hanypes; 
the objects of your admiration, and the zoblerandthe 
purer ſpirit of the all- accompliſhed Fairs awmss 
Freedom's. firmeſt friend Rebellion's deadlieſt 
ſoe the conſtant theme of mine have ſpurned 
the admonitions you ſuggeſt, and the conduct you 
preſcribe ? With what an eye would they have re- 
garded a Britiſh Repreſentative: who ſhould: have 
preſumed to arraign his country, and plead the 
cauſe of her enemy ? Yes, Sir, I aver, that yam 
plead the cauſe of France! Indeed, you was fully 
aware that your language and your ſentiments 


900 woda. you to a fmilagimpunation, and. you 
3 ö 3 4 therefore 


cerefore deemed it Wann charge! 
but the very words of your denial ſupply the probt 
of your iſe” You ſay, you do not defend the 
French, 'becauſe you only e their orun "Grguhents? 
In the name of common ſetiſe lot me alk, If I had 
engaged you, in y6uFprofefiondl character, to de! 
fend i cauſe for e, in the Court of King' Bench, 
what arguments could I wiſh you to employ but 
_ fuch as I hould uſe myſelf e our affirmation? 
as extended from your Qu publication to the ar. 
guments of your party, is By no means correct; 
for it is moſt certain, that ſome of the ob eckig 
Rarted by them were nevet urged by the ese 
until they had appeared in the Engliſn ures the 
pay of oppoſition, 'whenee they were tranſlated into 
the Pariſtan Journals. Of rhis* delcription Was 
the objection ſuggeſted to Mr. Wrexnan's Note 
on the plea of mfincerity, grounded on tlie forbear- 
Ince of our Miniſters formally toacknowledge the 
French republic. This objection had never oe 
eurred to the French Government, and was never 
uſed by any of their partiſans, until their advocates 
in England had ſupplied them with it. 
Ihave before had occaſion to'obſerve; that, "m 
diſeufſing the momentous queſtion of the war; 
your attention has*been'confined'#s one fide of ie 
ant” this is the caſe, too, with all your arguments 
on the ” neceſfity- of peace. It has ever, till now; 
been the cuſtom with politicians A cuſtom pre- 
ſeribed by common ſenſe, and ſanctioned by ſound 


poliey—in weighing a point of this ane to ef 
timate the relgriue irong/h ol the contending par- 
en # raj 36 gin 
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ties, to aſcertain the extent of their reſpeive re- 
ſources, and hence to deduce the ability of each 
to continue the conteſt. Such is the rule of con» 
duct which all rational ſtateſmen muſt neceſſarily 
obſerve. But you, by ſome ſtrange perverſion of 
intellect, are led only to examine the ſtate of this 
country in abſftraf, as it were, and, from 2 
partial and unfair conſideration of that object 
alone, venture to maintain the neceſſity of run 
ning headlong, like a mad lover, into the em- 
< braces of Peace,” without beſtowing a thought 
on the conſequences of : ſuch, ſtrange. precipita+ _ 
tion. Although the population of France has 
been exhauſted beyond all example,“ and its very 
ſources dried up although her credit has been 


tuined, her manufactures deſtroyed, her trade 


annihilated, and her navy reduced to little more 
than a third of its uſual complement although 
the Directory themſelves have proclaimed their 
inability to pay the troops, and have recently 
confeſſed that they can only hope to maintain their 
armies by the plunder of foreign States: yet 
theſe are circurnſtances, in your apprehenſion; 
unworthy of notice; and our own. ſituation, 
which exhibits a very different picture, is not to 
be ſubjected to a compariſon with that of the 
enemy, but to a compariſon, forſooth, wich itſelf 
as it ſtood previous to the war! ſo that becauſe a 


war, howeverjuſt, neceſſary, or unavoidable, has 


been productive of expence and calamities, as every 
war neceſſarily muſt be, it muſt, for that reaſon, 


1 has faffered, according ts the molt thoderate computs- 
„ 6 


(By 
be terminated, and any ſacrifice be made which 
an atnbitious and implacable enemy may chooſe: 
to exact. The writer, whoſe arguments have an 
evident tendency to produce an effect ſo directiyx 
ſubverſive. of every. known rule of action, in 
public or in private life, muſt, I think, write 
not for the people, but-for the pointers ; and muſt; 
when employed in the compoſition of bis work, 
be tempted to exclaim— 

2 1 mais ſewis ponr des ſous.” | 
In ſhort, this is preciſely the made of reaſoning 
which the rulers of France wiſh to be adopted 
by every regular Government, becauſe it als | 
enable them ultimately to accompliſh all their 
ſchemes of conqueſt and aggrandizement, and to 
effect the revolution of Europe. They have only 
to proclaim their refolution to embark the capital 
and the whole population of their country in the 
conteſt, and not to make peace until theſe ſhall 
be exhauſted, or a compliance with their terms, 
| however exorbitant, obtained; and, if your prin- 
ciple be once admitted, their ſucceſs becomes in- 
fallible, and all Europe muſt be ſubjected to their 
yoke. Such a termination to the firſt would in- 
evitably operate as an inducement to the com- 
mencement of a ſecond conteſt; the prevalence 
of the fame principle with their opponents would 
diminiſh the means of reſiſtance ; and the eſta- 
bliſhment of an univerſal republic, on the ruins 
not of monarchy alone, but of civil liberty and 
property, would ceaſe to appear chimerical. 
The mind can ſcarcely ſtoop to combat, with 
ſerious argument, a poſition ſo prepoſterous, and 
the imagination can ſupply but one plauſible con · 
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jefture 25 to you motive for advancing it. Yo 
muy, perhaps, have accuſtomed yourſelf to look 
forward, with delight, to the happy period, hen 
the French, profiting by the hints which your 
party have frequently ſuggeſted, ſhall improve on! 
the arrogance of their paſt pretenſions, and de- 
cRre, as a fne.qud non of peace, their determina- 
tion to preſcribe to our infulted Sovereign an 
Adminiſtration of heir ot. Then your preten- 
ſions might be urged with ſome degree of va- 

Udity; you might ſafely ſay, that you had never 
queſtioned the juſtice and policy of the French, 
revolution that you had inxariably maintained, 
that the Engliſh had been the aggreſſors in the 
war, and that you had not once ſuggeſted the; 
idea that the French were unwilling to terminate, 


or unable to continue it. Your, plea, would, no 


EEE 


doubt, be admitted; and the high office of At- 
torney General, or Lord Chancellor, be conferred, 
on you by the mandate of Citizen Cannon o 
RRWBBLL, and with no other oppofitipn Fang 
that of. the King and people of England. 

Tou have drawn a flattering picture the off: 
ſpring of your own. fertile imagination of the 
ſtate of the nation, ſuch as your wiſdom ſuppoſes 
it wauld have been, if we had tamely ſubmitted ta 
all the injuries and inſults of the Jacobin Miniſters 
of France, and avoided a war by the baſe dacrifice 
a our nm. * But this . is as falſe as 'tirs 


"* © What 6 2 * fate of "thoſe powers ao actually EI 
this diſgraceful ſyſtem of policy? What is the preſent ſituatioa 
of Geneva, Genoa,” and the Rehicbbic of enn 1 
and ſupporters af the Freack Republic? Tant 
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flattering; for if we had connived at the numerous 
acts of aggreſſion committed by our enemy, the 
inevitable conſequence of ſuch puſillanimous con- 
duct would have been a revolution in this countty, 


effected by the means already deviſed and ſettled 
between the factious clubs in England and the 


the ſame principle as the French revolution, and 
neceſſarily productive of the total ruin of our trade 
the deſtruction of our credit—the violation of all 
property public and private, inheritedor acquired— 
and the abſolute and entire ſubverſion of our con- 

ſtitution. 
Such, I contend, would have been the effects 
of that degrading and pernicious ſyſtem which you 
would have adopted, had the helm of the ſtate been 
confided to your harids. And I think I have al- 
ready ſhown ſufficient grounds for my opinion, in 
the documents I have exhibited declaratory of the 
relative diſpoſitions of the uſurpers of France and 
the di ſaffected in England at that critical period 
documents which might eaſily be enlarged and 
multiplied. Admitting, then, our fituation to be as 
gloomy and diſaſtrous as you repreſent it which 
J never can admit but for the ſake of argument 
frill the difficulties we have to encounter are inſig- 
nificant, in point of magnitude and extent, when 
compared with the horrors we have averted; and 
all the facrifices which we have made, or may yet be 
compelled to make, are but as duft in the balance, 
when oppoſed | to the preſervation of our laws and 
| | con- 
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conſtitution; our civil and religious eſtabliſhments, 
our commercial and political independence. 
On one point only our opinions appear to AC+ 
cord—ont the neceffity of eſtabliſhing a peace, when- 


ever it can be eſtabliſhed, on a permanent , baſis &. 


But a, peace, like a building, to acquire perma- 
nenęy, muſt be deliberately executed, not haſtily 
patched up;—muſt. be founded. on a rock, not 
erected on the fand, Can ſuch, a peace be ob- 
tained by the obſervance of that line of conduct 
which you and your party purſue ? Is that de- 


ſirable object likely to be ſecured by exaggerating 


to the world our difficulties and diſtreſs; by 


proclaiming to the enemy that aur finances are 
deranged ; that the deſtruction of Great Bri- 


« tain is nearly. accompliſhed +3;”. that the conti- 


nuance of. the war muſt *<* ei our credit and 


« difhlve our government t; and. muſt make us 
paſs © through eee into the jaws of revo- 
0 lution ||?” Muſt theſe declarations appear to 
the eye of common ſenſe as invitations to, peace 
or incitements to war? In what light would ſuch 
conduct be conſidered in the common tranſactions 
of private liſe? If I were anxious to purchaſe. any 


particular article, what ſhould I think of he friend 


who would apprize the yendor of my anxiety, and 
aſſure him that I was determined to have it, coute 
gui coute—nay,. that I abſolutely muft have it, for 


that it was neceſſary to my ex/tence? Should I be 


authorized to conſider that frieny as deſirous to 


* Page 125. f Page 124. f Page 213, || Page 125. 4 


ge os ſerve 


ſerve the purchaſer, or as ſolicitous to promote the 


intereſts of the vendor ?—Let any man of plain 
ſenſe give a plain anſwer to this plain queſtion; and 
that anſwer will enable him to appreciate the con- 
duct of your party. The two caſes are ſtrictly 
analogons, and however ſophiſtry may labour to 
puzzle, or artifice ſeek to obſcure, I defy the inge- 
nuity of man to eſtabliſh a difference between them. 
I am; therefore, warranted in maintaining, that, 
from the firſt dawn of a rupture with France to 
the preſent day, the conduct of oppofition has had 
an invariable tendency to inſpirit our enemies, and 
to encourage them to perſevere in their hoſtile de- 
ſigns upon this country in particular, and upon the 
ſafety of Europe in general. 
lou admit the difficulty of concluding a peace, 
but you preſcribe, as the means of removing all 
obſtacles to its concluſion, and indeed as a panacea 
for all the diſeaſes of the body politic, a change 
of Minifters.* On this delicate topic, the declara- 

a tions 


79 


Here again you exempt the French from the operation of a 
general principle; for though the neceſſity of a change of Mi- 
niſters be ſupported on the plea that the ſame men who have 
carried on a war can never make a peace, you do not ſeem to 
think it at all necefary that M. Dx Lack o1x and his aſſociates 


ſhould be di ſmiſſed from the Government of France. Yet give 


me leave to aſk what reaſon have we to believe that the princi- 
ples of Canxvor are changed, ſince the period when he pro- 
poſed that all the garriſons which did , not, ſurrender, -at- the 
firſt ſummons, ſhould be put to the ſword? What proof have 
we that BAA RAs does not ſtill harbour the ſame ſentiments as in- 


fluenced his conduct when he ſuperintended the maſſacres pre- 
$2 ſcribed 
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tions of your party have ſo frequently varied, that 
it has been no eaſy matter to collect, from their 
own confeſſions, their ſentiments on the ſubject. 
Lord Laub ERDAL E, with more political honeſty 
than his aſſociates in general have diſplayed, can- 
didly avowed two years ago, that the acquiſition 
of place and power was the obje& of the party. 
But he was, unfortunately, doomed to witneſs a 
contrary declaration in the Upper Houſe from the 
Earl of Gurz.pyorp, which he did not deem it 
prudent to notice; and the manner, in which the 
charge was repelled, in the Lower Houſe, by Mr. 


Fox, ſtill left the matter in doubt. The laſt 


gentleman, however, has of late given a different 
complexion to the buſineſs; for he has inſiſted on 


the neceſſity of diſmiſſing the preſent Miniſters, 


and yet has avowed his diſinclination to come 
into office himſelf. But if the exiſting Admini- 
ſtration were to go out, and the Oppoſition were 


determined not to come in, it reſults, of neceſſity, 


ſcribed by RoBeseitnnE's committee? Or that REwBELL has 
abandoned that ſpirit of proſelyziſmr, that earneſt deſire to pro- 
mote inſurrections in foreign States, which he openly avowed 
when he commanded the army of Miſſionaries at Mentæ Lou 
give theſe men credit for a change of principles, and yet you 


"deem it impoſſible that a change of circumſtances can have pro- 
| duced any change of ſentiment, in the minds of the Britiſh Mi- 
niſters! You ſay, too, that the ſame ſyſtem which, according 


to you, produced the war, though no longer avowed, ſtill ope- 
rates with our cabinet, while this is preciſely the caſe with the 
revolutionary ſyſtem of your Gallic Clients, ſo that, even on 
your own principles, the two governments are perfeRtly qualified 
to treat with each other l 5 4 
that 
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that the kingdom would be left withont a Govern- 
ment, and the nation be plunged into that ſtate 
of anarchy which uſually precedes a revolution. 


Now as I cannot ſuſpe& Mr. Fox of having it 


in contemplation to produce ſuch ſerious diſaſ- 
ters, I muſt conſider his conduct on this occafion 
as a mere maidenly. coyneſs, though Thus to 


* coy it, with one who knows Him too,” is pu- 


erile; and that he only afſects to ſhun, while he 
actually courts, the embraces of power. But on 
what terms will this gentleman and his aſſociates 
condeſcend to take upon themſelves the burden of 
the ſtate ?—Mr. Fox has told us on what termg— 
n an expreſs retractation, by the Parliament and 


by the nation, of the principles on which the war 


was begun, and which have been acted upon du- 
ring its continuance * ! 


ls there a man of honour in the kingdom whoſe 


mind does not revolt at ſuch a monſtrous propo- 


fition? Mr. Fox outſtrips the arrogance of our 


enemy, when he demands the ſacrifice of our 


principles as the price of his ſervices. Force, 


indeed, may compel a State to abandon the ob- 


ject of its purſuit, however laudable it may be; 


but there exiſts no human power that can oblige 
it to declare that to be unjuſt and unneceſſary, 
which it had formally and ſolemnly proclaimed, 
by the voice of its legiſlature, to be fanctioned 
by juſtice and enforced by neceſſity. The retrac- 


tation thus imperiouſly preſcribed is nothing leſs 


gere Woonrauu's Parliamentary Reports for 1795+ | 
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than a total dereliction of every principle that 
eſtabliſhes confidence among men, and dignifies 
the proceedings of independent powers; and ſhould 


Mr. Fox perſevere in a declaration ſo inſulting to 
the country, a great majority of the nation will 


doubtleſs join in the wiſh that he may paſs the re- 
mainder of his life in the ſervice of oppoſition. 

But, waving this objection, let me aſk from 
what known principle of reaſon you infer, that 
men whom our enemies are anxious to raiſe into 
power, whoſe efforts have invariably tended to 
eſtabliſh the juſtice of zhery principles, will be more 
likely to make ſuch a peace as will be conſiſtent 
with the honour, the proſperity, and the ſafety 
of this country, than thoſe miniſters who have con- 
ſtantly reſiſted the dangerous principles and ex- 
orbitant pretenſions of our foes? In the caſe of 
an arbitration between individuals, would either 
of the parties ſelect for his arbiter a man who 
had regularly eſpouſed the cauſe of his adverſary, 


and had juſtified all his proceedings on the very 


point in diſpute ? Tf he did act ſo prepoſterouſly, 
the world would undoubtedly be juſtified in queſ- 
tioning the ſanity of his intellects. And why 
the ſame principles ſhould not' govern nations as 
influence individuals, in ſimilar proceedings, I am 
1 unable to comprehend. 

Admitting, however, by way of argument, that 
all the perſons which compoſe the preſent admini- 
ſtration, together with a vaſt majority of the na- 
tion, were willing to ſubmit to a retraction of 


principles, and that their opponents were as likely 


4 48 
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as themſelves to make an honourable peace, are 
there no other grounds of objection, to an admini- 
ſtration compoſed as ſuch an adminiſtration neceſ⸗ 

farily. muſt be? This, Sir, is no time to tempo- 
rize, to ſpeak half-triuths,* and to ſacrifice the eſſen- 
tial intereſts of the country to a falſe and dangerous 
liberality. Hiat Juftitia, ruat calum.— Let Truth 
boldly affert her ſway in ber. utmoſt plenitude of 
power and integrity of Empire! Let the duties of 
morality be ſupported with at leaſt as much energy 
as the cauſe of faction, or the ugly right of in- 
ſurrection. . 8 
have already aſſerted the 1 of inveſts 
Aigg the private characters of public men, ſo 
far as they may reaſonably be ſuppoſed to have an 
influence on their public conduct; and I have 
929 75 the reaſons on which that principle is ground- 
It I be deceived either 1n the aflertion of the 
850 lege itſelf, or in the inferences which it may 
lead me to draw, I am open to conviction; but 
that conviction muſt be produced by reaſon, not by 
declamation; by Proof. not by aſſertion. It is a 
point, in my opinion, highly important to the well- 
being of ſociety, and therefore I wiſh to ſee it Amer 


F 


* On this point I agree with Mr. Fox, who, in a recent de- 
bate, declared, that, in times like theſe, no falſe delicacy ſhould 
prevent a man from ſpeaking out. 


+ It was, doubtleſs, for theſe, or for bunter reaſons, that a mo- 
dern critic was induced to make the following declaration, to the 
wiſdom and juſtice of which I heartily ſubſeribe -“ WE PLace 
© Ni) CONFIDENCE IN AN IMMORAL MAN, WHO DEFENDS” THB 
„ CAUSE OF LIBERTY," "OOTY Review, New Series, Vol. IX. 

p. 141, | 
| | and 
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and fully difcuffed. But whoever undertakes the 


diſcuſſion ſhould recollect that it is not a queſtion of 
party, thatitinvolves confiderationsof much greater 
moment than the defeat of one ſet of men or the 
triumph of another, and that it embraces objects the 
intereſt of which 1s not merely confined to the pre- 
ſent age, but extends to all future generations ! 
Convinced as I am of the exiſtence and neceſ- 
fity of ſuch a privilege, I ſhall proceed to aſk you, 
without farther ceremony,” whether, among the 
members or ſupporters of your party, there exiſts 
a man who, having ſquandered away, in ſcenes of 
diſſipation and debauchery, a patrimony, not very 
honeſtly acquired, and divided his youthful hours 
between the turf and the gaming-table,* is now 


reduced to the degrading neceſſity of ſubſiſting 


on the eleemoſinary contributions of his friends; 
and, as if reſolved to be conſiſtent in profligacy 
alone, ſubmits to paſs the remnant of his liſe in the 
arms of venal beauty? Whether there exifts, in 
the ſame contracted circle, any individual, whoſe 
life exhibits a conftant violation of every moral 


and ſocial duty; who, early rejected by the im- 


* „ have often thought that the habit of watching with ſeliſh 
avidity for thoſe turns of fortune which enrich one individual by 
the miſery of another, muſt imperceptibly tend to harden the 
heart. How. can the gameſter, accuſtomed both to ſuffer and 
inflict ruin with indifference, preſerve that benevolent frame of 
mind, which, in the ordinary and leſs cenfurable purſuits of com- 
mon life, is but too prone to become impaired, and to leave hu- 
manity more a N than a feeling? 


 Refodence in France, Vol. II. p. 207. 
partial 
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partial voice of a zudem parent, and enriched by 


no patrimonial inheritance, has neglected to — 
the libetal endowments of nature to the acquiſition 
of an honeſt maintenance; yet ſcruples not to riot 
in every ſpecies of luxury, without the means to 


ſupport, or even the taſte to enjoy it; who pur- 
chaſes eftates when he cannot pay his debts ; who, 
in his houſes, his equipages, his horſes, and his 


ſervants, diſplays the ſplendour of extreme wealth, 
while the public prints proclaim his inability to ſa- 
tisfy the trifling demands of an honeſt tradeſman z 


and who has even been known to reſiſt the lawful 
claims of the widow and the orphan, while he has 
appropriated the property of others to the uncon- 
ſtitutional purpoſe of electioneering corruption * 
Whether there alſo exiſts any perſon who conſiders 
his ſeat in Parliament as a mere ſecurity againſt a 


jail, and whoſe diſhoneſt practices expoſe him to 
the imputation of fraud and impoſture For any 


other whoſe low habits and vicious purſuits render 
him an unfit inmate for any place of reſort more 


reſpectable than a pot-houſe or a tavern, & and who 
is indebted for a ſubſiſtence to the wages of proſti- 
tution ?—If, Sir, your party be diſgraced by, aſſoci- 
ates of this deſcription, let me aſk wheth they be 
fit perſons to be entruſted with any office of i impor- 
tance in the State ?—Suppoſe one of the few men 


of property which the party contains, the Duke of 
Bedford, or Northumberland, for inſtance, was in 


want of a ſteward, and you, or Mr. DV or Mr. 


* « Here's a tun of caidnight-work to oe 
« Og from a treaſon-tavers recling home.” Davpzn; 


T SHERIDAN, 
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SHEzRIDAN, was to undertake to recommend a per- 
ſort to that ſituation, do you not imagine that ſome- 
thing like the following dialogue would enfue ?— 
„What are this man's qualifications ?” „ He 
os den every talent which your Grace would 
« deſire.“ © But his character?“ „ Oh his 
«mind exhibits a happy union of public ſpirit 
e and genius.“ “ But his honeſty ?”—*< A ſupe- 
&© rior aud ſublime eloquence, the force of ſound 
6e reaſoning, and the happieſt command of wit. 2 
60 But What are his moral qualities * «Oh! they 

conſiſt in the mighty powers of his capacious 
& mind.“ pn Will thoſe powers ſecure 1 me againſt 
* the danger of peculation or the diſgrace of im- 
6 morality In ſhort, what has been Bis pa aſt 
life, what the management of his own con- 
cerns?“—“ Why Ys to be ſure, he has ſpent his 
& paternal i income, is ſtill a prodigal and a ſpend- 
60 thrift, never Pays his debts, is irregular i in his 
60 habits, vicious in his purſuits, addicted to gam- 
de ing, keeps a miſtreſs, and — Enough, 
* enough ; talents thus accompanied ] loſe their effi- 
6c cacy, Or. only remain powerful in the means 
. ö: corruption the man who diſgracefully quan- 
« ders. away his own eftate is not likely to be a 
cc prudent manager of mine; I can place no reli- 
dance on the honeſty of a gam meſter; and J will 
& not riſk the contamination of my family by the 
* introduction of a profligate.” This evidently 


a). 


K 
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* « The loving his character of wit is a bad reaſon for en- 
« truſting him with . e of a Prince. Vol. II. 
. 709 P. il 


would 


: . "4-499; 
would be the language of every man of ſenſe ; 
and why the ſame bad qualities which exclude 
an individual from the ſervice of a ſubje&t 
ſhould not operate as an excluſion from the ſer- 
vice of his Sovereign, it would be difficult to 
prove. It will ſcarcely be contended that, in the 
choice of his ſervants, the Sovereign ſhould be 
de barred that privilege of rejection, on the ground 
of immorality, which is fully exerciſed by every 
one of his lubjects; nor will you, I apprehend, 
be diſpoſed to maintain, that a Monarch who ſets 
a glorious example of virtue to the nation, can 
ſubmit with indifference to an intercourſe with 
vice. "Diſcrimination of character is one of the 


moſt efficacious incitements to good actions; if 


rewards be indiſcriminately beſtowed on the good 
and the bad,* the cauſe of morality 1s effentially 
injured, and the beſt ſecurity of a ſtate materially 


weakened. © Every man is able to form a juſt 


idea of the happineſs of a nation, where all the 
*« ſtrength and authority are granted to virtue, and 
« all the threats and chaſtiſements confined to 
vice. “ And jt is equally ealy to appreciate 
the miſery of a country in which an oppoſite line 
of conduct is obſerved. 

Theſe obſervations, Sir, are not the effuſions of 
party ſpirit; the ſuggeſtions of private malice z 
nor the dictates of perſonal envy: they reſult from 


* Prodeft 5 8 efle: bis n bis lacerdotia Bis pro- 
vincias offers. Paneg. Traj, p. 128. 


"7 © Inſtitution of a Prince. Vol. II, 0.17, p p. 85 
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„ 
an attentive conſideration of what appears to me to 
be eſtabliſhed and important truths; they apply, 


indeed individually; but the occaſion which ex- 
torts juſtifies the application. 


The groſs and fulſome adulation which you ſo 
bounteouſly beſtow on Mr. Fox, ſets the imputed 
ſervility of modern courtiers at defiance, and even 
exceeds what hiſtory records of the obſequious flat- 
tery of the attendants of Canute 1* Without in- 


veſtigating 


* Itis an invariable oli with the advocates for republi- 
caniſin and, democracy to repreſent flattery and corruption as 
the excluſive offspring of monarchical eſtabliſhments, and as 
confined within the circumferibed limits of a Court. But the 
annals of the democratic- republic, or republican-democracy, of 
regenerated France exhibit ſome ſpecimens of adulation which 
can ſcarcely be equalled; and which prove that the fol- 

Jowers of the Gallic demagogue ſurpaſſed the courtiers of the 
Daniſh King.—The following letters to RonzsPier Re, will ſuf- 
ice to demonſtrate the truth of my aſſertion. 


« 2 3d Prairial, 2d year of the French Republic, 
One and Indiviſible. 


* Do Rig who enlighteneft the univerſe by thy writings, 
© ſtrike terror into the tyrants and encourage the hearts of all 
<« people; thou filleſt the world with thy fame ; thy principles 
are thoſe of nature; thy language that of humanity ; thou 
© reſtoreſt man to his native dignity, and, fertile creator, thou 
« regenerateſt the human ſpecies upon earth; thy genius and 
thy wiſe policy have been the ſurvivors of liberty; thou leadeſt 
the French, by the virtues of thy heart and the empire of thy 
« reaſon, to conquer or die for liberty and virtue; and thou ar 4 
« France, erſt ſo proud and lofty, to adore equality, Be careful 
« of your health, for our happineſs and our glory; this is the 

prayer of my heart, which is pure as thine own. 


5 | . E Buxzon.” 
| Another; 


(A) 

veſtigating the polluted ſource of this nauſeous 
ſtream, which, in its 4mpetuous courſe breaks 
down the dykes of reaſon and the mounds of truth; 

without ſeeking to aſcertain whether it has its 

origin in that egoziftical ſpirit, which praiſes the 

glaſs that reflects its own image, and extols in 
others the qualities or opinions it admires in itſelf; 
I ſhall ſtrip this idol of the tinſel trappings in which 

your prejudice or your vanity has arrayed him; hold 

him up in all his natural deformity, and point out 

the defects which lead me to arraign the wiſdom 
of your choice, and to impeach the ſoundneſs of 

your judgement. 

The opinions which this gentleman announced 

at an early period of the French revolution, and 

f his conduct on the queſtion of the war which its 


| Another: 
« Sage legiſlator, 

„The country, nature, and the diviaity,.on owe you a triple crown, 
« and I pay a juſt tribute in offering you the fruits which I have 
« reaped from the exerciſe of your principles. 

a | « Pxx, Engincer.” 
; « 20th Floreal, 2d year.” 7 

Another: i 

The eſteem which I entertained for you during the ſittings of 
« the Conſtituent Aſſembly, induced me to place you in the heavens 
« by the fide of Andromeda, in the plan of a fideral monument, 


„ with which I propoſed to immortalize our revolution. 


/ 


J _— a + _ 
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Theſe letters are extracted from an official report by CourTors, 
from the Committee appointed to examine the papers ſeized, after 
the death of Robeſpierre, at his houſe, and at the houſes of his 
accomplices. This report contains many more letters of the ſame 
kind, | 
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founders determined to wage againſt the regular 
eſtabliſhments of Europe, have been particularly 
ſelected as objects which entitle him to the ap- 
plauſe and admiration of his country; and if im- 


plicit credit were to be given to his patriotic 


paraſites, Solomon himſelf was inferior to him in 
wiſdom, and Iſaiah in the ſpirit of prophecy. You 


dwell, with ſuch enthuſiaſtic rapture on the ac- 


compliſhment of his predictions, on the fatal con- 
ſequences of the war, as to juſtify a ſuſpicion that 
the contemplation of the melancholy ſcenes excites 
in your boſom other ſenſations than thoſe of diſ- 
appointment and grief. But let us ſubmit this 
boaſted prophecy to the crucible of common 
ſenſe, and ſee whether the droſs will not prevail 
over the ore. The two declarations, by which 
the wiſdom of Mr. Fox was moſt particularly 
fignalized in the eyes of his partiſans, at the pe- 
riod in queſtion, were theſe—that the French re- 
volntion was a ſtupendous monument of human 
happineſs and human wiſdom: and that the war 
would ine vitably be productive of ruin to the Allies, 
and of all thoſe diſaſtrous conſequences which he 
and you have repreſented in ſuch ſtrong and ex- 


aggerated terms. 


Theſe were the two grand points on which his 


claim to political foreſight and ſagacity, as appli- 


cable to the affairs of France, was founded: But, 
Sir, did it never occur to you, that theſe boafted 


declarations were wholly incompatible with each 


other ? If * Fox really ſoreſaw the conſe- 
8 quences 
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quences which he predicted, he muſt alſo have 


foreſeen the means which produced them, and by 
which alone they could have been produced : he 


muſt have been aware, that the rulers of France 
would have committed thoſe horrid acts of tyranny 
and oppreſfion, unexampled in the annals of the 


civilized world! which gave them the diſpoſal of 
the whole property and population of the country, 


and enabled them, by the operation of force, and 


the influence of terror, to raiſe and maintain ar- 
mies, unegualled in numbers fince the days of 


dition muſt be conſidered as the mere rant of 
party—as an ebullition of that ſpirit which leads 


the members of oppoſition invariably to foretell ' 
the moſt dreadful. conſequences from- every mea- , 


ſure propoſed by Miniſters. If, by the effect of 
chance, or by any of thoſe fortuitous occurrences 
which frequently arife to. defeat even the wiſeſt 
of human projects, fuch anticipation be once 
realized, their political foreſight is loudly pro- 
claimed; but if, as moſt; ufually happens their 
predi ct ions are falſified by the event, their teme- 
rity is ſcreened by the veil of oblivion, and the 
frequency of the circumſtance precludes the ne- 


ceſſity of expoſure. But if Mr. Fox were aware 


of the meaſures which produced the conſequences 
he predicted, the **ftupendous monument of 
© human happineſs and human wiſdom,” which 
he ſo pompoufly deſcribed, muſt have been a 
creature of imagination—the offspring of fraud— 


the: child of impoſture. One of the two pictures 


muſt 


Nerxes. If he were not aware of this, his pre- 
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muſt have been a forgery. - If he believed that 


the revolution would produce the happineſs of 


France, he could not foreſee thoſe effects which 
nothing but the m/ery of France could have pro- 
duced; and if he foreſaw the conſequences of the 
war, he could not believe his portrait of the revo- 
lation to be a true likeneſs. _ 

Having already commented on the conduct of 
oppoſition during the war; having ſhown its ten- 
dency to relax the operations of the Executive Go- 
vernment of the country, and to invigorate the ex 


ertions of out enemy; a conſiderable ſhare of that 


cenſure which, in my opinion, attaches to it, 
muſt, of courſe, apply to Mr. Fox, who, neceſ- 
ſarily, from the pre- eminence of his talents, and 
from his fituation, bore a leading and nen 


part in it. 


If extenſive abilities formed the ſum total of the 
qualifications requiſite for the formation of an able 
and upright Miniſter, Mr. Fox would undoubtedly 
be a proper perſon to ſteer the veſſel of the State. But 
political talents unaccompanied by political integrity 
give no claim to promotion; and never did a public 


character exiſt, whoſe life exhibited ſuch a ſcene of 


political profligacy as that of your idol. If the annals 
of the country did not record the facts, poſterity 
would ſcarcely believe that the man whoſe public ſpi- 
rit and whoſe public virtue had been ſelected by his 
friends, as the theme of an adulation little ſhort of 
idolatry, had ſtood ſelf- convicted of the moſt ſcan- 


dalous dereliction of principle, and devoted by Him- 


ſelf to e * This, Sir, is not vain declama- 
tion; 


( was ) 


tidas it is not the invention of malice; nor the 
fiction of party—but plain ſubſtantial truth, 
founded on documents, the authenticity of which. 
no one will preſume to queſtion. : 


By a reference to the parliamentary ahebitns, 
during the unfortunate period of the war between 
the American colonies and the parent State, you 
will find, that Mr. Fox, on the 26th: of October, 
1775, ſtigmatized the Miniſter of that day, Lord 
NorTh, as am enemy to freedom—that on the 8th 
of March, 1779, he reprobated him as 4 fool or à 
traitor—and that on the 13th of May following, 
he held him up to the contempt and indignation of 
the world, as 4 compound of pride, vice, and folly, 
and as a criminal that demanded the axe. Viewing 
his political enemy in this light, it was certainly 
very natural for Mr. Fox to ſhun him as a peſti- 
lence, to avoid all kind of contact or connection 
with him, and-alſo to make thoſe public declara- 
tions of abhorrence which he did make on various 
occaſions and at different periods. On the 26th 
of November, 1778, Mr. Fox declared he could 
never ad with Lord North with juftice to his country. 
On the 22d of June, in the following year, he 
avowed himſelf /bocked at the idea that any alli- 
- unce could poſſibly ſubſiſt between him and his 
opponent—** The idea was too monſtrous to be ad- 
«© mitted for a moment | GENTLEMEN MUST HAVE 
„„ PORGOTTEN THEIR PRINCIPLES, AND HAVE 
© GIVEN UP THEIR HONOUR, before they could 
«© have approached the threſhold of an alliance ſo 
66 CO" fo Jeon) and ſo diſgraceful '” 
0 U Perſevering 
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Ferſevering in theſe fontiments, he again declared; 
on the Ath of March, 2782, when the idea of 
a ooaition / of parties had been ſuggeſted, I hat 
«c be did not mean tu haut any connection with Mi- 
i niſters; from tbe moment when he ſbould make any 


40 terms 'with one of, them, -he-would rat ſatisfied to 
+ be called rns MOST INFAMOUS. OF MANKIND !!! 


e tould not for animftant think of a coalition with 


« men, ch mn | every. public and. private tranſac- 
c tion, as Mingfters,.. had ſhown themſebves void of 
ce every principle of hour or honeſty e in the hands, 
©, of -futbi men be would. not truft bis: bonour for a 
* mimte lil. Phe ſequel is known—Mr. Fox 
did coaleſce. with the, man. whom he had declared 
to be an enemy vo freedom, a fool, or a traitor— 
z compound of pride, vice, and folly, and a cri - 
minal deſerving of the axe! He did make terms 
with the man whom he ſtated to be devoid of 
every principle of honour and honeſty; and here- 


Fore he ſtands recorded by neu OS 


INFAMOUS' OF MANKIND | | 

This, Sir, is no framed 1 no „Steed 
deduction—it is a plain, natural, and unavoid- 
able conſequence, which not only may, but which 


abſolutely may, be drawn by every man whO oon 


fiders the facts. The declarations I have noticed 
were not unguarded expreſſions uttered in the heat 
of debate—not the ebullitions of paſſion not the 
effects of momentary rage; they reſulted from the 
deliberate conviction of a mind, able to diſcri- 
minate and competent to judge: they were re- 
5 at different periods, and were perfectly 

conſiſtent 
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. with the general wr of Mr. Fox's 
ſpeeches and conduct in Parliament, during a 
term of ſeven years. They therefore conſtitute a 
body of evidence the moſt ſatisfactory and deci- 
five, and ſuch as will enable poſterity to form a 
Juſt eſtimate of his public character. 

Thefe documents you can neither obſcure by 
ſophiſtry, nor invalidate by aſſertion. You may 
extol, you may panegyrize, you may flatter ; but 
ſtill the force and efficacy of theſe will remain un- 
diminiſhed— 

« 'Fill thou canſt rail the ſeal from off my bond 
Tbou but offendſt * OT OY rey 
« Repair thy wit 

Farther traces of the ſame dereliction of prin- 
ciple, on points of great political importance, 
may be diſcovered by an attentive peruſal of the 
debates of Parliament from the year 1772 to the 
prefent day. This is particularly remarkable in 
all the diſcuſſions relative to the Eaſt India Com- 
pany, in which Mr. Fox wilt be found at one time 
to have conſidered their charter as a ſanction 
to monopoly, which could not be too ſpeedily 
aboliſhed ; and, at another as private property, 
which ought to be holden ſacred, and the infringe- 
ment of which would be little leſs than a robbery.* 
It is equally viſible in his opinion on the impor- 
tant queſtion, how far a repreſentative is bound 
to comply with the inſtructions of his conſtituents, 


* 


* See the debates on this ſuhject in December, 1772—March, 
N May, and June, 1781 —and April, 1782. 
u »+:..4008 
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On this topic he will be found at one time re- 
minding the members of the Houſe, that they 
were infignificant in themſelves, and derived 
« their importance from the appointment of their 
* conſtituents ;” that it was their © duty to con- 
« form to the ſentiments, and, in ſome degree, 
to the prejudices of the people” that, „in 
5e their legiſlative capacity, the wiſhes of the peo- 
<< ple ought to be their grand rule of conduct;“ 
and that it was the duty of a member to act 
< agreeable to the notions and inſtructions of his 


s conſtituents;*” At another time, he will be found 


declaring that he ſhould be compelled to ſpeak 
5 confeſſedly againſt the opinions of a very reſpec- 
* table part of his conſtituents ; but it was a doc- | 
© trine he had'wnformly held, both in Weſtmin- 
cc ſter Hall and Covent Garden, that in that 
«Houſe he was to ſpeak his own ſentiments ; if 
<< they coincided with thoſe of his conſtituents, 
cc he ſhould indeed be the more happy,” &c.— 
He will be ſeen in one inſtance juſtifying the in- 
Auence of the Crown, ꝓ as neceſſary to the exiſtence 
of the government of a great country, and in va- 
rious others repreſenting it as the ſource of way 
Political evil. 

This is the mere outline of a picture, which 
might be eafily filled up with traits of equal 


ſtrength and deformity ; but the taſk is too diſ- 


guſting to purſue, Indeed the conduct of Mr. 


# ee the debate on the 8th of February, 1786. 
+ On the 11th of June, 1783, '2 July 4, 1783. 
12 N | Fox, 


3 (1499) 
Fox, fince the war, with France, has been already 
delineated by ſuch a maſterly hand, that it would 
be the heighth of preſumption in me to follow 
ſuch a predeceſſor on the ſame ground. With⸗ 
out ſeeking to diminiſh, -in the ſmalleſt degree, 
the odium attached to the infidelity that pro- 
duced the publication to which I allude, I cannot 
but ſay, that I conſider its production as a fortu- 
nate circumſtance for the public, who will now be 
enabled to appreciate ſome parts of Mr. Fox's con- 
duct which had not before been exhibited in a 
proper light. One of the topics only which are 
there diſcuſſed ſhall I venture to touch upon. 

Every body muſt recollect, that when a differ- 
ence ſubſiſted, in the ſpring of 1791, between the 
Courts of St. James's and St. Peterſburgh, Mr. 
FAWKENER was ſent to the Empreſs of Ruſſia to 
enforce certain demands, a compliance with which 
the Government of this country deemed neceſſary 


to remove the ground of diſpute, While Mr. 


FawKENER was at Peterſburgh, Mr. AparR, a 
young man related, I believe, to Mr. Fox, re- 
paired thither ; and he was ſtated, by public re- 
port, to have been ſent by Mr. Fox, in his poli- 
tical capacity, as leader of oppoſition, though, 


as it has been ſince ſaid, without the approbation 
or knowledge of his party, for the purpoſe of 


fruſtrating the authorized Miniſter of the Crown 
in ſome of the objects of his negotiation. If this were 
really the caſe, which I have not the means of aſ- 
certaining, there cannot be a doubt, that it was a 


_ daring and unconſtitutional proceeding, and 
ſuch 


(100 
ſuch as richly deſerved the appellation it has received 
of“ A HIGH TREASONABLE MISDEMEANOR.” 


Mr. Anas, conceiving the charge to convey an 


implication en hm, ſent: a letter to a morning 
print, denying it in general terms, but without 
entering into thoſe particulars which the na- 
ture of the accuſation ſeemed ſo imperiouſly to 
require. By this appeal to the public, through 
fuch a channel, this gentleman certainly rendered 
the buſineſs à fair ſubject of public diſeuſſion, 
even. if it had not been fo before, juſtified the 
comments which any individual might feel diſ- 
poſed or qualified to offer, and, in tome degree, 
bound himſelf to anſwer any obſervations which 
the public might confider as important, and rele- 
vant to the charge preferred. 
Mr. ADAir's letter produced an anſwer from a 
political writer, who had formerly ſtated the eir- 
eumſtance, in juſtification of his own conduct; 


and, on the 23d of Fehruary, the following letter 


. in a reſpectable morning Paper : 


*© have lately read, in the public papers, 2 
* very, ſingular deniah, from the pen of Mr. 


% Aan, of ' ſeveral circumſtances, ftated by 


Mr. Buzx =, with reſpect to a ſuppoſed miſſion 


eto St. Peterſburgh, upon the ſubject of the 


KRuſſian armament. The particular ſituation, 1n 
*« which I'was then placed gave me an opportunity 
ff of becoming better acquainted with the cireum- 
ce ftances of that miſſien than perhaps any ether 
* Ry Mr. Anatrs himſelf excepted. It 


«© was 


7 C8) 
tt was certainly not my attention to bring forward 


© to public. view what I know upon that ſukject, 


< but; the implied attack, in Mr. Avain's letter, 
< upon the veracity of Mr.-Burks, (whoſe infor- 
© mation ſeems to me to have been perfectly ac- 
&© curate,) has induced me to venture to ſubmit 
done er two queſtions to Mr, A. to which, if he 
cannot give ſatisfactory anſwers, neither his 
innocence, perhaps, nor that of his employer, 
*« may appear to be fo * and osten; in the 
yes of the public, 18h, A); 300 (2 
„Had not Mr. A. Sauter private interviews 


© with Baron de BuntR, Prince PorgMkIx's 
cc 1 at the houſe of Baron STROGONOF if 


Pid not the ſubjects diſcuſſed at thoſe inter- 
<< views relate to. the negotiation with which Mr. 
„ PAWKENER was charged? 

Mr. Avais, perhaps, does Kory That what 
2 Baron BunER had to repreſent to the Prince, 
« was generally committed to writing, and deli- 
« yered as a rapport, that it might be ſent to the 
10 Empreſs, if neceſſary. He perhaps does not 
© know, that the Prince was very negligent with 
c reſpe& to papers of that ſort, and that his Aid- 
e de-Camps were accuſtomed. to read them as 
60 they lay on his table; that the writer of this 
« letter had acceſs to the Prince's Chancery, as 
« well as his private rooms ; that when the Prince 
read theſe rapports, he generally put them into 
* the hands of his Aid-de-Camps, who were in 


« waiting, to be deſtroyed ; but they were often 


« prelerred, from motives of curioſity. W hat 
would 
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tt would Mr. A. ww if f any of theſe were pro- 
ic ducedꝰ 

Is Mr. Ap AIR aware, that vince . IN 
" gebtwerisdd confidentially with the writer of this 
letter upon the ſubject of what the Prince called 
os Bis extraordinary miſſion? | | 

How came it to paſs, that Mr. Apats was 
© received by the Empreſs with ſuch uncommon 


marks of diſtinction as never were ſhown-toany 


4 ſimple traveller who viſited her Court? 
Did not Mr. Apair, on taking leave, receive 

1c ray the ſame preſent ftom the Empreſs as Mi- 
ce niſters of the ſecond rank net receive on the 
* "Wy occafions ? | 

„That Mr. A. cannot truly anſwer theſe be queſ: 
« tions without criminating himſelf, I ani fully 
* convinced. That he may ſhelter himſelf, un- 
« der the pretext of not anſwering anonymous 
te letters, is extremely probable. Were the matter 


brought forward more publicly, I could feel no 
- **-gbje&tion to offer a more open teſtimony ; and 


I can venture to aſſure Mr. Ap AIR, that I know 
© more upon this ſubje& than I have yet ſtated, 
'« which future circumſtances may induce me to 
te diſcover. It may be recollected, that the 
5 ſtrictures of Jvxrus were not the leſs founded, 
* or the leſs true, becauſe the author did not diſ- 
** cloſe his name. 


> Lam, &c. 


1 Axcricus.“ 


This 


— 
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This letter is evidently written by a perfon x per- 
fectly acquainted with moſt of the circumſtances 
attending this myſterious tranſaction. The queſ- 
tions it contains are appoſite and well put, and 
the facts which it ſtates are glear, poſitive, and 
direct. Mr. Ab AIR, however, has not deemed it 
expedient to reply, and has obſerved a profound 
filence on the ſubject. This is the more extraor- 
dinary, as he hicaſelf ſelected a newſpaper as the 
channel of his communication to the public; and 
therefore he can have no reaſonable ground of ob- 
jection to a controverſy which he has provoked, 
and in a field which he has choſen. It may be 
urged that the letter is anonymous, and therefore 
undeſerving of notice; but the writer profeſſes 
his readineſs to give @ more open teſtimony, if the 
matter were brought forward more publicly. It 
reſts with Mr. Apars, then, to call for this teſ- 
timony; and the public have an undoubted right 
to expect a full explanation of a fact ſo extraor- 
dinary in itſelf, and ſo dangerous in its conſe- 
quences. That gentleman ſhould recollect, too, 
that men, his equals in character, his ſuperiors in 
rank and ability, have not diſdained to enter into a 
newſpaper controverſy, with anonymous adverſaries. 
It 1s the nature of the facts themſelves, and the 
manner in which they are urged, and not the me- 
dium through which they are communicated, 
that juſtify filence, ar give a ſanction to reply. 
Both the ſubſtance and ſtyle of the letter of 
ArcTicus are ſuch as entitle it to notice; and the 
impreſſion which muſt be left on the public 9 
X . 
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by leaving it unnoticed, will ceftainly' not be fa 
youtable to Mr. Fox. 


Among the numerous political Ge dsevencles K 
your idol, Icannot but reckon his oppoſition to thofe 
ſalutary bills which were calculated to preſerve the 
fe of our Sovereign, and the peace of Society, 
From the attacks of a deſperate banditti, aſſociated 
for the purpofe of introducing French anarchy 
into the boſom of their country. The means b 
which that oppofitioh was conducted, favoure 
more of faction than of patriotiſm. The appeal 
from the wiſdom of the Senate to the paſſions of a 
mob, and the reduction of teſiſtance to eſta- 
Vliſhed law to a there queſtion of prudence, are acts 
which fignalize the demagogue, but difgrace the 
patriot. Though all his aſſertions as to the. ten- 
dency of thoſe acts have been completely falſified 
though not one a& of oppreffion can be ſtated 
to have reſulted from them—and though the 
machihations of the diſaffected, which they 
have hitherto rendered impotent and ihnoxious, 
are ſtill directed to the production of diſcontent, 
and the ſuſcitation of revolt; Mr. Fox does not 


Icruple 


In proof of my aſſertion I need only cite the following hand- 
bill, which fell into my hands the other day, while I was on a viſit 
to a friend in Leiceſterſhire; and which has been induſtriouſly cir- 
culated among the manufacturers, colliers, and other w6rkinen, 
in that and the neighbouring countries, — Let every man who reads 
it decide, whether ſtrong reſtrictive tus are not neceſſary to keep | 
the factious ſocieties in awe, and to preferye the peace of the 

country. 5a 


0 


05 ) 


 Eruple to perſiſt in his dangerous attempts to ef- 


fect their repeal; and thereby to give a looſe to 
that 


« Ata meeting of delegates from a number of towns in the coun- 
« ties of Nottingham, Derby, and Leiceſter, held at Ilkftone 
& on Monday the 26th of December, 1796, one of the dele- 
gates from the Nottingham Correſponding Society, addreſſed 
< the meeting nearly as follows, 


« Friends and fellow citizens, 


« I feel my mind deeply impreſſed with a confident FOWL A 
* that I need not make any apology for thus addreſſing you, and 
« at the ſame time, I am conſcious that I am not worthy the ho- 
— nour, nor equal to the taſk conferred upon me; I cannot call 
in the aid of ability, but hope I ſhall endeayour to compenſate 


e for its loſs, by a diſintereſted zeal for the public good ; to raiſe 


c the poor from ſlavery and to ſecure the enjoyment of honeſt- 
< earned property, to the rich, would be our greateſt pleaſure, 
Peace and reform. (I believe) is our grand, our ultimate object. 
< War and bloodſhed we utterly abhor, and it is a great conſola- 


tion to the friends of liberty that they have not dyed their ſouls 


with the guilt, nor embrued their hands in the blood, of their 
<« neighbours, nor reduced their country to the dreadful alternative 
< of invaſion. Hope of peace is no more,—but we may expect 
« to be immediately called upon, to ſheath the ſword of ieſpotim 


« in the vitals of our fellow mortals, to leave our wives to mourn 


© and our children to periſh, —one part of: the poor to be ſacrificed 


tc for the ſafety of the great—and the other to feed their extraya- 

« gance.: they pay no taxes, for they have raiſed their rents, and 
not only that, but they are in the habit of receiving large pen- 
« ſions (wrung from the vitals of the poor) in proportion, to their 
« ability, to rob and enſlave them. For has nat one of the grand 
cabal, the thundering demon of war confirmed this opinion, 
« when be Gys, © Periſh commerce, but let our conſtitution live? 
< Periſh manufacturers and mechanics; for our foreign commerce, 
being nearly loſt by war, we have the conſolation to be told by 
ce the exalted Pittachio, that our trade will find its own level, and 
« to the teeth of the ſwiniſh, the {laviſh multitude we pronounce 
« it, our places and penſions we will enjoy, for have we not a ſer- 
vile army on the one hand, a and ail armed Ain e on the 2. 
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that ſpirit, which, even checked and controuled 
as it is, muſt prove a ſource of anxiety and ap- 
prehenſion 


er We have the repreſentative part of government under our thumbs. 


&« and the executive in our hands: the adminiſtration of our laws 


< we have put into the hands of clergy, who inſtead of preaching 
te the goſpel of peace and redemption, thunder out damnation on 
ve the enemies of war and corruption, and as ſuch we are ſtigma- 
< tized as diſſoyal to church and ſtate. Thus we are doomed to po- 
e verty and death by one, and anathematized to hell by the other. 
But we are friends to peace.and good order, we are loyal to the 
< true intereſt and happineſs of our country, , we are anxious for 
e liberty, and as friends and fellow citizens I hope we conſider 
Lis ourſelves as met on an equal footing, equally open to commu- 
Es nicate, and equally ready to receive inſtructions, and I hope we 
e ſeek not our own but each others good. The ſtubborn impolicy 


« of a corrupt adminiſtration has reduced the nation, either to real 


« or fictious apprehenfions—we may reaſonably expect that the lives 
and fortune men do ftill retain their zealous loyalty to their glo- 
* rious cauſe, and we will do them the honour not to believe, that 
< they will excuſe themſelves in the hour of danger, by paying 
« the paltry ſum of fifteen pounds, but ſtand forward manfully in 
« defence of their own lives and property, and ſuffer the friends 
e peace and reform to live in love and unity with all men, 


4 Aſier ne the following reſolutions Were unanimouſly agreed 


* VIZ, 


&« I. That it is the opinion of this meeting, that the militia aug- 


« mentation bill is calculated to deſtroy the Britiſh conſtitution, 
and the liberty of the people. 


II. That when Miniſters of the crown wa power given them 
4 by parliament, to drag the ſubjects from their neareſt and dee 


© connections, and force them to become men of blood; are 
« of opinion that our property and Pe even our lines, are 
& at their diſpoſal. . 


III. It is the opinion of this meeting, that the unequal repre- 
« ſentation of the people in parliament, is the primary cauſe of 
& the unparallelled powers of the preſent Miniſters; and leaves 
af « the 
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prehenfion to every reflecting mind —Such is the 
object of your idolatry ! 

Whether I conſider the conduct of your party 
as it relates to France, or merely as it refers to 
our domeſtic policy, I find equal ſubject for ani- 
madverfion and cenſure. You maintain the po- 
licy, in the event of a peace, of living in cloſe 


friendſhip with France; and all the efforts of 
oppoſition have been calculated to impreſs the 


ſame pernicious idea. Whenever we make a "ONE 


. ** 


« the poor man who is not worth fifteen pounds vnprotected by 


the conſtitution. 


IV. It is the opinion of this meeting, that all men who are 


« obliged to pay taxes, have a right to be repreſented in that par- 
te liament which lays the taxes upon them. 

« V. That it is the opinion of this meeting that, that part of the 
« people who are not repreſented in parliament, have not any right 
« to be compelled to leave their families, to fight for the preſer- 
« vation of that conſtitution wherein they have no voice. 

VI. That we will uſe every legal and conſtitutional meaſure 
« in our power, to procure annual parliaments and univerſal 


« ſuffrage. 


« VII. That it is the opinion of this meeting, that the men of 
ce great landed property pay no taxes, for by raiſing their rents they 
« ſhift the evil from themſelves to the farmers, and the farmers, 
te by doubling the price of proviſions, lay it (with great intereſt) 
* entirely upon the poor, whoſe labour is the wealth and ſupport 
© of the nation. 


| © Reſolved, That it is the opinion of this meeting, that there is 
* no hope of ſaving the poor from periſhing, nor of preventing 
“e the rich from involving the whole nation in deſtruction; but by 
« a general union of the people, whoſe united voice would roar 


« more like Thunder than cannon, and the vivid flaſhes of com- 


60 plaint, remonſtrance, and indignation, would awe their guilty 
« ſouls into peace, and make them relinquiſh their favourite ſyſtem 
« of Murder, Oppreſſion, and Death.” - 
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with the French, the known honour and integrity 
of the nation will be a ſure pledge for its full and 
Faithful obſervance ; but, I truſt, that the vigi- 
lance and wiſdom of the legiſlature will be ac- 
tively exerted for the prevention of a xo CLo0sE 
intercourſe with that infected country, and to ob- 
ſtruct that copious, influx of Frenchmen into 
Great Britain, which will certainly be attempted, 

rom the, moſt hoſtile motives, as ſoon as the war ſhall 
5 terminated. 

The new attachment to France, ſo repugnant 
to, the honeſt prejudices, of our anceſtors, and 
cConceived at a time when ſhe was become, from 

her treachery and crimes, an object of execration 
to all the virtuous part of mankind, is liable to 
| ſuſpicions of a peculiar - nature. It is even ex- 
.prelsly. contradictory. to the av owed principles and 
recorded ſentiments of your party itſelf, as a 
reference to thoſe documents which I have before 
had occaſion to quote, will irrefragably prove. 
In the month of February, 1787, when nothing 
more was propoſed than to. conclude a commer- 
clal treaty with France, highly favourable, in its 
Proviſions, to our trade and manufactures, the 
ſcheme was reprobated by the oppoſition ; and 
Mr. Fox himſelf endeavoured, by every argu- 
ment his ingenuity could deviſe or his eloquence 
enforce, to confirm that rooted enmity which 
England had for ages maintained againſt her for- 
midable rival. He declared, © that he never could 
be brought to believe that France could be 1in- 
« cere in her profciſions of friendibip to. Great 

„Britain. 


* 639 

& Britain.“ He remarked, that, notwithſtand- 

ing the levity of French manners, notwithſtand- 

« ing the mutability of that people, yet, to the 
* aſtomiſhment of the whole world, during all 


% the changes of adminiſtration, they had, for 


* more than a century, kept to 'one regular and 
* conſtant idea, that of 'overweening pride an# 
national aggranhzement : anxious to graſp at a 
© more than due influence over the other powers of 
« Europe, France had endeavoured, by different 
© means, to obtain her object.“ He repreſented 
ce the true fituation of England to be that of a 
great maritime power, looked up to by the other 
te powers of Europe as that to which the diftreſſed 
& ould fly for afſifance, whenever France tinjuſtly 
« uttacked them, with a view to the attainment of 
6 her favourite object.” In reply to Mr. Pirr's 
remarks on the treaty, he ſaid, With regard 
eto what the Right Honourable Gentleman had 
e obſerved reſpecting its political tendency, to 
* cement in bonds of peace and commerce the 
ah friendſhip of both countries, and that he con- 
« ceived it not impoſſible by theſe means to de- 
«« ftroy that enmity which had fubfiſted between 
© the two nations, he mnſt beg entirely to diſſent. 
« Prance was the inveterate and UNALTERABLE 
© political enmity of Great Britain.“ He main- 
tained, that a wiſe Miniſter ought, with re- 
* ſpe to France, to procure an alliance for 
* Great Britain with ſome maritime power that 


«could aſſiſt her whenever France thought it 2 


'He declared, une 


46% fit moment to attack her.“ 
FL Ho 0 6c had 
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© had lately heard, and with much true joy, that 
be the probability of our once again recovering 
* our ſituation with Holland, was increaſed he 
«© was ſincerely glad of it. Such was the lan- 
guage of your oracle ! | 
Mr. Gxzy, too, ſupported the ſame principles 
and maintained the ſame doctrine ; he reprobated 
* the boundleſs ambition of France, our natural ri- 
„val, if not our natural foe;” and he © aſked 
© what had lulled our con/titutional jealouſy to 
. ** fleep; and whether it evinced either policy or 
% prudence in Great Britain to abandon Ber old 
* prejudices, and aſſume a new feeling towards 
« France:?“ - He was convinced—* that while 
* France was holding out the moſt liberal profeſ- 
*« ſions of amity and ſincere regard towards this 
country, ſhe was intent on the purſuit of her 
« grand object, the annihilation of the greatneſs of 
* Britain in the ſcale of Europe, the reduction of her 
« poꝛver, and the ruin of her navigation and marine.” 
And he declared that © it had been the uniform 
aim of France to diminiſh Britiſh greatneſs, 
© and to render us as much politically inſulated 
s as we were inſulated in regard to our local fitu- 
c ation.” This was Briti/þ language, and theſe 
were Britiſh principles, though certainly muſap- 
plied to the conduct of the French in 1787.“ 


* So ſtrong was the language uſed by your party on this occa- 
ſion, ſo pointed' their declarations of eternal hoſtility to France, 
that they formed the ſubject of a complaint from Louis XVI. to the 
Duke of DonsEr, who was, at that time, the Britiſh Ambaflader 
at the Court of Ver{gllles. ; 3 8585 


. 


But 


4%, 3 0 

But what a contraſt do they form with the lan- 
guage employed and the principles advanced” by 
your party, fince the French revolution ! Whence 
does this change proceed? Has France then ſa 
ambitious, now become ſo moderate, when ſhe 
only requires the Alps and the Rhine as the boun- 


daries of her territory? Has France then ſo con- 
taminated, now become ſo purified by the blood of 


her beſt citizens ſhed on the ſcaffold, or in the. 


field of civil conteſt ? Has France then ſo vicious, 
now become ſo virtuous by the abolition of mo- 


Has France who then deſerved our enmity, now 
rendered herſelf worthy our friendſhip by extend- 
ing the object of her hoſtility from our power to 
our conſtitution ? In ſhort, what is there in her 
preſent ſituation, that can juſtify the abandonment 
of thoſe od prejudices and the aſſumption of that 
new feeling, the former of which your party ſo 
ſtrongly juſtified, and the latter of which they 
fo loudly reprobated, ten years ago? Since that 
period ſhe has committed every act of atrociouſ- 
| neſs of which human depravity was believed to 
be capable, and many of which it was ſuppoſed 


to be incapable : ſhe has murdered her own ſons; 


_ oppreſſed her friends; robbed her Allies; in- 
vaded the rights of neutral States; and trampled 
upon all laws, ſocial, moral, and divine. Tou 


will certainly acknowledge that ſuch incitements - 


to a friendly intercourſe, required an explana- 
| f tion, 


narchy and the eftabliſhment of a republic ? 
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tion, e you bare nnn forborne to 
give one.“ 


'1 

* The ſentiments of a moſt amiable and ſenſible friend of mine, 
who enlivens every topic ſhe diſcuſſes, amuſes while the inſtructs, 
and gives an intereſt to ſubjects apparently incapable of attracting 
attention, ſo perfectly correſpond with my own, and are more- 
over ſo appoſite to the point, that I cannot wichſtand the tempta- 
tion of quoting them. 

I do all poſſible juſtice to the liberality of my countrymen, 
« who are become ſuch paſſionate admirers of the French; and I 
<« cannot but lament their having been ſo unfortunate in the choice 
« of the era from whence they date this new friendſhip. It is, 
* however, a proof, that their regards are not the effect of 
« that kind of vanity, which eſteems objects in proportion 
« as they are eſteemed by the reſt of the world; and the ſincerity 
* of an attachment cannot be better evinced than by its ſurviving 
« irretrievable diſgrace and univerſal abhorrence. Many will 
« ſwell the triumph of a hero, or add a trophy to his 71 but 
« he who exhibits himſelf with a culprit at the gallows, or 400 
* rates the gibbet with a wreath, is a friend indeed 

If ever the character of a people were repugnant to amitr, 
« or inimical to connection, it is that of the French for the laſt 
« three years, In this ſhort ſpace they have formed a compen- 
dium of all the vices which have marked as many preceding 
* ages ;—the cruelty and treachery of the League ;—the ſedition, 
< levity, and intrigue of the Fronde ;—with the licentiouſneſs and 
« political corruption of more modern epochs. Whether you 
* examine the conduct of the nation at large, or that of its chiefs 
* and leaders, your feelings revolt at the one, and your integrity 
* deſpiſes the other. Vou ſee the idols erected by folly, degraded 
© by caprice ;—the autliority obtained by intrigue, bartered by 
« profligacy ;—and the perfidy and corruption of the one fide fo 
© balanced by the barbarity and levity of the other, that the mind, 
* unable to decide on the preference of contending vices, is obliged 
eto find repoſe, though with regret and diſguſt, in acknowledging 
« the general depravation. a | 


A Reſidence in France, during the Years 1192, 1793. 
1794, and 1795,-YVal. I. p. 186, 187, 188. 
You 


(209 
- * You ſay that you are no advocate for popular 
exceſſes, and, as I believe your private charattey to 
Irreproachable, I give full credit to your aſſer- 
tion; but it becomes you to conſider whether the 
language you uſe is not calculated to excite them, 
and whether thoſe with whom you act are as ſin- 
cere in their - profeſſions as yourſelf. I muſt con- 


feſs, that I place little faith in the boaſted modera- 
tion of modern reformers ; and experience has 


taught me to view their affirmations with doubt 


and ſuſpicion. I have not yet forgotten that, in 


July, 1791, one of the French reformers, the no- 


torious Abbe Sieyes, who has fince taken an active, 
though a ſecret, part in all the enormities that 
have been committed fince that period, made the 
following declaration: I prefer a monarchy to a 
© republic, becauſe it is proved that a citizen en- 
« joys more liberty in a monarchy. than in a re- 
public. —In every point of view a man is more 
free in a monarchy than in a republic.” Neither 
have I forgotten the declaration of Lord Lauder- 
dale's honeſt friend Bxr1ssoT, in the National Aſ- 
ſembly, only fourteen days before the execution 
of his plot for the abolition of monarchy, on the 


10th of Auguſt, 1792, They tell us of a faction 


c that wiſhes to eſtabliſh a republic. If any ſuch 
<©regicide republicans exiſt, if there are men Who 
4 ſeek to eſtabliſh a republic, the ſword of the law 
ougnht to fall upon their heads as upon thoſe of 
ec the active friends of two chambers.*” Beſides, 


* Conſpiration D' 8, Tom. III. p. 135, 136, 204. 
n , Whatever 


* 


= 
x 


PER INES > 4 gt. Jn as — Pr . 


w 


SES 
- — 2 


— * 


REES nt. 
Su 4 & — 125 8 
* 


8 
- ® — 


- 


— 
1 


- - 
— 
. » /w 3 


> 


> 


- * * — "=>" 
— IC Hs q =p — 
= — - 2 83 
= 
= 


: * 


{ 264 ) 


whatever may be the intentians of men, who en- 
deavour to enliſt the populace on their ſide, they 
ought to recollet, when engaged in ſuch an 
hazardous enterprize, that it is much eaſier to raiſe 
the ſtorm. of public diſcontent, than to direct it. 
The preſent moment is truly critical, and the 
conteſt in which we are engaged requires the 
active unanimity of all claſſes and deſcriptions of 
men. But this unanimity is not to be promoted 
by the inflammatory language which you have 
choſen to employ, Your remarks with regard to 
Ireland, I ſhall paſs unnoticed ; I have read with 
ALatisfaction the ſpeeches of Sir HERCULES LAN- 
RISHE, and would adviſe you to take from that 
worthy Baronet a leſſon of true patriotiſm. Any 
blockhead may inflame the paſſions of a mob; 
Put it requires ſome talents to convince the judge- 
ment of rational men.— To this. deſcription of 
perſons alone I appeal for the juſtice of my aſſer- 
tion, that your language is calculated to produce 
the very conſequences which yau profeſs to ac 
Precate. 

Speaking of the · revolutions of America, and 
France, you aſſert, in direct oppoſition to fact, 
that the deſtruction of both Governments was wing 
to the refuſal of corrupt power ** ta ſubmit to cor- 
rection;“ they are now, you ſay, both repreſen- 
tative republics, . and, mark the threat { it 
corruption will not yet be corrected, let her 
56Jook to herſelf. * That is as nach as to ſay, that 


( 265 ) 

if the Britiſh legiſlature will not adopt thoſe plans 
of reform, which your party and the ſociety of 
“ The Friends of the People” in their wiſdom 
think neceſſary, the monarchy will be deſtroyed, 
and a republic eſtabliſhed on its ruins. I truſt, 
However, that there are real ſtaunch Friends of the 
Conſtitution enough yet remaining, who hold 
ſuch threats in utter contempt, and will have cou- 
rage to make thoſe, who ſhall dare attempt to put 
them in execution, rue their temerity, The time, 
thank Heaven, is not ye# come for rebellion to 
Falk barefaced and nen through the 
ſtreets of London. 

You afterwards tell us that a taxes, which 
have been impoſed for the neceſſary purpoſe of 
| ſelf-defence, were occaſioned by corruptions, * and, 
purſuing your favourite theme, you obſerve, that 
*© corruption brutifies and debaſes; her votaries 
are ſtupidly inſenſible, and, as this contagion 
“ muſt, in the nature of things, ſtop ſhort of the 
great maſs of the people, the multitude ſeparated 
e from their ſuperiors are of courſe the indignant 
*« reformers; and the lazy, profligate, bloated 
& abuſers of ratienal and uſeful: eminence are 
* knocked on the head like ſeals whom the tide 
& has left ſleeping on the ſhore.” If this humane, 
elegant, and delicate obſervation have not a direct 
tendency to create a diſtinction between the diffe- 
rent claſſes of ſociety, which is alike foreign from 

the principles and practice of our conſtitution, and, 


1 Page 181. 
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- fafther, to excite diſcontent and revolt, Lam not 
able to comprehend its meaning. 7 

Speaking of the example afforded by the French 
revolution, you remark *—< It may ſerve as a 
c warning to the inhabitants of all nations not 
ſuddenly to puſh forward the reformations of 
« ſociety beyond the pitch of prudence and the 
'* analogies of experience; to conſider Govern- 
„ment as a practical thing, rather to build upon 
er the foundations laid by the united wiſdom of 
« ſocial man, improving upon the. model by the 
© riſing tights of the world, than to affume, àt 
*« once, the exerciſe and practice of their full 
rights, merely becauſe the rights unqueſtionably 
6 2 0 to Oy” It is unn evident RAR 


* 


* Na 186. ö 479 


+ BILLAUD DE VARENNES, "RY patriotiſm e as 
unhappily for himſelf as that of the Britiſh reformers, Mui and 
PALMER, whoſe hard fate has o frequently excited the lamenta- 
tions of your party, held language very ſimilar to this, at an n early 
period of the French revolution : F 
Precipitation .ruſhes forwards with. haſty from 5 ſeldom 
& reaches the goal. A perfect reſemblance of her is exhibited in 
the ingenious fiction of the fable which gives to Gyges a hundred 
„ arms and a hundred hands. This giant only uſes them for the 

* purpoſe of overthrowing and deftroying every thing that comes 
in his way; fo that he is perpetually ſurrounded with ruins — 
% Woe, then, to the people who ſhall ſeek to accelerate the flow 
« but certain progreſs of philoſophy. —Neither the laws, the mo- 
* narch, the country, nor any thing elſe, will be reſpected. 


L Peintre Politique, by BILLAUD V ARENNES. - 
It ha be acknowledged, that the opinions of the Britiſh Sena- 


tor on the policy of aſſuming an appearance of moderation in 
The Reformations of Society,” are not very diſſimilar to thoſe of 


ROBESPIERAE's colleague, the philoſopher of Guiana? | 
, A Is rights 
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rights tliey are to which you allude, by your ex- 


hortation in the following page, in which you call 
upon the people to come forward at this mo- 


© ment,” with a firmneſs which reminds Govern- 


ment that it exiſts only for their benefit, and by 
de their conſent.* No language can be plainer: 
you tell the people, in direct terms, that they 
have an unqueſtionable right to deſtroy the Go- 
vernment whenever they pleaſe, becauſe you ſay 
it exiſts only by their conſent; but that it is not 
expedient to put thoſe rights in practice ſuddenly 


and at once / In the firſt place, you aſſume a fact 5 


which you are incompetent to prove, for your 
ideas of the origia of Government are extremely 
erroneous; and, ſecondly, you point to an inference 
which you are unable to juſtify. But admitting 
the juſtice both of your premiſes and your con- 
clufions, let me aſk, Whether this be proper 
language to uſe at ſuch a period as the preſent ? 
Faction, I know, will ſeek to inflame where 
wiſdom will ftrive to conciliate; but, ſurely, the 
man who aſſumes the character of a patriot ſhould, 
at a time when an unprincipled enemy ſeeks to 
impoſe terms of pacification incompatible with 
the ſafety and honour of his country, invoke the 
unanimous aid of his fellow-citizens-to reſiſt ſuch 


dangerous pretenfions, inſtead of calling upon 


them to come forward in ſupport of that very 


ſyſtem which muſt, if adopted, enforce a com- 


pliance with their enemy's demands. He ſhould 


| * Page 137. 0 
Alo, 
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alſo, when the right of reſiſtance and inſurrec- 
tion has been openly preached by the modern 
apoſtles of liberty, forbear to encreaſe the ſtock of 
imaginary rights, and teach his countrymen, if he 
know it himſelf, the true origin of their real rights, 
which can only reſult from the diſcharge of their 
auties.* And he ſhould not favour the vulgar and 
prepoſterous idea, that corruptions are, exclu- 
ſively, the fruit of monarchical eſtabliſhments 
wehen they are known to ſubſiſt in a much greater 
degree under republican and democratic Govern- 
ents. | Be: 
„No ſooner,” fays MalLRT pv Pan, * was 
ec the throne of France overthrown, than theft 
rc uſurped its place. Regular boards of corrup- 
* tion were eſtabliſhed; tributes of blood ex- 
t torted tributes of money; and if the citizen 
es eſcaped the rapacity of Government, he could 
© not eſcape the rapine of his accomplices. The 
* ferocity of the French republic has been re- 
ce marked; but nobody has obſerved that that 
<< ferocity was mercenary, and a matter of calcula- 
gion; ſtill leſs has any one yet dared to ſtate, 


* You appear to me to be as ignorant of the origin of 75ght ag 
of the origin of Government. I have already directed your atten- 
tion to a pure ſource of information on the latter ſubject, and I 
now refer you for inſtruction on the former, to © The Origin of 
« Duty and Right in Man confidered,” a work which contains more 
ſound and 2, fu conſtitutional knowledge than is to be found in 
the political writings of Locks and all his ſupporters, on this im- 
portant topic. The author has diſplayed a truly philoſophic mind, 
actuated by the beſt principles and directed to the beſt end—the 
well-being of man. | | ; 

that. 
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v that it was a condition vigorouſly inſiſted upox 


© at the eſtabliſhment of a great democratic re- 
de public at the end of the eighteenth century !* 
Sorry am I to ſay, that, in whatever point of 
view I confider the conduct of oppoſition, whe- 
ther as directed to ſecure impunity to the promo- 
ters of internal tumult, of to prevent the Govern- 
ment from affording that aſſiſtance to our Ally 
which can alone enable him ſucceſsfi ully to oppoſe 
the exertions of out common foe, it appears to 
me to be preciſely ſuch as men, under the direct 
influence of the Executive Directory of France, 
would be taught to purſue. Narrow, contracted, 
and unprincipled, muſt thoſe minds be, which, at 
this awful conjuncture, can act as if engaged in a 
conteſt for place and power; and, which, inſtead 
of proceeding upon the broad ground of conſti- 
tutional vigilance, can deſcend to political ſquab- 
bles, contentions, and broils, diſhonourable to 


themſelves, and diſgraceful to the Senate. If, by 


ſuch conduct, we ſhould be ultimately driven, 
which Heaven forbid ! to purchaſe, by a baſe 
ſacrifice of our honour and our ſafety, a ſhort 
reſpite from hoſtility, the heavy load of reſpon- 
ſibility will cruſh them with its weight, and the 
maledictions of ſociety will proclaim them the 
enemies of their country.—Firmneſs, vigour, and 
decifion, have heretofore formed the character- 


iſtic features of Britons in the hour of diſtreſs. 


* Correſpondance Politique, pour ſervir a LHiftoire du Republi 
eee. e 
2 Though 
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| a conſpirator for having waged war againſt France ; I accuſe you 
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Though the public mind is, I fear, in ſome degree, 
perverted, the national character, I truſt, is not 
gone; let us be true to ourſelves and we have no- 

thing to fear; but the man who, when difficulties 
preſs and dangers ſurround, refuſes to lend his ſup- 
port to the State, is a miſcreant, that deſerves to 
be reje ct ed from her boſom. 


Such, Sir, are the honeſt ſentiments of a * 
independent as your own, and more unthackled, 


- becauſe linked to no party. 


In the courſe of theſe ſtrictures, I have exer- 
ciſed that freedom of diſcuſſion which an earneſt 
defire to ſerve, excluſively, the caufe of truth, will 
ever lead me to aſſert. While I do juſtice to 
thoſe talents which have ſecured you diſtinction 
in the line of your profeſſion, and acknowledge, 
with pleaſure, the excellence of your private cha- 
racter, I cannot but deplore your ignorance on 
political matters, and reprobate the tendency of 


your public conduct. If, in doing this, I have 


ſometimes employed ſtrong language, it ſhould 
be remembered that the occaſion juſtifies its 
ſtrength. * have neither the art nor the inclina- 


tion 


* You have expreſſed your apprehenſion that the promulgation of 
your ſentiments on the war would expoſe you to the attacks of 
calummy. This is one of the expreſſions which your party have 
been accuſtomed to apply to all the attacks of their opponents, 
however juſt or well founded. But as the word, in its legitimate 


meaning, is only applicable to a falſe charge, a groundleſs accuſa- 


tion, it cannot be applied to the language of truth, however harſh 
or ſevere. For example, you have called the Emperor of Germany 


67 


tion to modify terms of reprobation, or to ſoften 
down expreſſions of cenſure, ſo as to give them 
the ſemblance of praiſe. In ſhort, I prefer the 
honeſt bluntneſs of Boi RAU to the vain varoiſty 
at e e I 


” 
LS +4 + 


ce « Jappetle un chat un chat et Rolet un fripon.” 


Dignity and decorum do not preclude ſeverity and 
rigour Wy 

The baſe degenerate age requires - 

a Dy and juſtice in its 9 
and affectation n hypocriſy, whick hs Rf SIN 
of modern philoſophy has dignified with the equi- 
vocal appellations of liberality and Gott are- 


not the weapons of TRUTH. 

You have, very MODESTLY, confeſſed that you. 
have no talents for a ſtateſman ; and your View 
© of the Cauſes and Conſequences of the War,” 
affords an incontrovertible proof of the juſtice of 


your acknowledgement.—A firm determination to 


ſuffer no impoſition to be practiſed upon the 
public, on a point of ſuch extreme importance to 
the nation, and a wiſh to diſplay the conduct of 


in reply, of ignorance and miſrepreſentation ;—but you adduce no 

proof in ſupport of your charge, and I demonſtrate its falſehood : 
| you therefore are the calumniator; I am the advocate of truth. — 
This is a diſtinction which it is much to be wiſhed that all political 
writers would keep conſtantly in view. 

If you wiſh for any farther Acer illuſtration of A] refer 
you to the ſpeeches of your aſſociates in the Houſe of _— 
previous to the diſſolution of the 4 Parliament, | 


2 2 - your 
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your party in à proper point of view, led me to 
ſubmit, in a' ſtate of health but ill- calculated for 
mental exertion of any kind, to the trouble of 
peruſing your tract and expoſing its defects: To 
2:ſe your own language Theſe confiderations in- 
< duced me to travel throug h one of the moft 


AF 


«« dull, defpicable, and miſerable performances, 


< that ever I had been doomed to read. 4: 


6.See the debates, in the Houſe of Commons, on the 26th of 
November, 1795, on the ſubject of the pamphlet aſcribed to Mr. 


| Reevss, On that occaſion, Mr. Fox obſerved, that he ſhould 


not act up to the feelings of a gentleman if he did not hold in re- 


_ probation the character of Mr. Regvss. I do not mean to inſult 


Mr. Reeves, either by paring! his character with that of the 
author of this obſervation ; or the production imputed to him 
with the object of theſe firitures 3 but I cannot forbear to notice 
the peculiar ſtructure of thoſe feelings of a gentleman, which 
prompts him to attack the POP another in a place where 
Be has no means of defence. 


- LY oy 
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1 Canntt commit a Second Edition of theſe ſheets 

to the preſs, without expreſſing my utter aſtoniſh- 

ment at the ſentiments avowed by ſome diſtin- 

guiſhed members of your party, within the laſt 


week. God forbid I ſhould impute to the noble 


perſonages to whom I allude the baſe and trea- 
chervus intention of ſerving the enemies of their 
country; but that their conduct has a direct and 
immediate tendency to produce that effect, that it 
is preciſely ſuch conduct as the members of the 


Executive Directory of France would purſue, if 


they could, for a time, obtain the privilege of a 
ſeat in the Britiſh Senate, I will ever ſtrenuouſly 
contend. Good heavens ! how muſt the true 
friend of his country deplore that abject and per- 
verſe ſpirit which can lead men who ſtand high 
on the ſcale of ſociety, in wealth, in rank, and 
character, to become the advocates of democracy, 
the tools of faction, and the panders of party ! 
—to favour, by their meaſures the ſucceſs of 
that cauſe, and the progreſs of thoſe principles 
which have laid all wealth, rank, and character, 
in the duſt ;—which have deſtroyed all diſtinc- 

tions of opulence and poverty, order and anar- 
chy, virtue and vice !—to render themſelves the 
vehicles of Its and the channels of 


impoſture! 


{ 174 } 
impoſture !—and, ultimately, to ſacrifice the in- 
tereſts of monarchical England to the proſperiry 
of republican France! Were I poſſeſſed of the 
powers which marked the rude but energetic 
rains of the venerable father of Roman ſatire, 
I would laſh this blind infatuation, this wretched 
degeneracy, until the dormant embers of public 
ſpirit ſhould be awakened into life, and rectitude 
of principle be de by the ME a. 
ſhame— e 
2 Enſe velut ſtricto, ee Lociliub äräene 


, Infremuit, rubet auditor cui frigida mens eſt 
Criminibus, tacita ſudant KA culpa,” 


Have theſe infatuated young men ** any at- 
tention to the cauſes and progreſs of the French 
revolution? Do they know that the young no- 
bility of France, their equals in all reſpects, their 
ſuperiors i in many, who early adopted the inno- 
vating principles of the day, and were anxious to 
promote a reform, which they vainly imagined 
they could effect without danger to the conſtitu- 
tion, are all of them proſcribed, exiled, or 

murdered ? Let his Grace of BED TORD remem- 
ber the fate of Duke of OxLeaxs,* whoſe 

| watch- 


*I will not, for a moment, admit the ſuppoſition, that the 
grandſon of the patriotic peace-maker of 1763, took a leſſon of 

politics from this © monſter in human ſhape,” during his reſidence - 

in England ; though we are told by the author of the Conſpiration 
# Orleans, that On TLRAxs contrived to gain over to his views all 
« that party in England which is called the Pariy.of Oppoſetion, 
Fox, one of the oracles of that party, was conſtantly attached 
«to OxLEAxSsS: he is fill attached to his family; and is the 
0 | & avowed 


«@ 175) 
watch- words were deſpotiſm and corruption, and 
who ultimately fell a victim to his own arts, and 


by the hands of thoſe very men whom he had 
raiſed from obſcurity, for a very different pur- 


poſe. The only reſemblance, I truſt, between the 


two characters, will be found to conſiſt in the 
immenſity of their fortunes, and the ſimilarity of 


their attempts to conciliate the favour of the mob. 


But thoſe were the very circumſtances which 
brought the Gallic demagogue to the ſcaffold, 
and that the ſame cauſes may not produce the 
ſame effects, is rather the ſubject of a ſelfiſh with 


than a matter of rational expectation. To men 


of plain common ſenſe it will appear, that the 
Engliſh Duke would do more credit to himſelf, 
and more ſervice to his country, by appropriating 
ſome portion of his extenſive fortune, great part 
of which he derives, through his anceſtors, from 


tze bounty of the Crown, (a tenure which, until 


a French faction ſhall have overthrown all diſtinc- 
tions in England, will be conſidered as ſacred as 
a property obtained by purchaſe, or acquired by 
induſtry,)—to augment the means of refiſting the 
determined enemies of all crowns, and of the 
political and commercial independence of the 
'State. | 


« avowed protector of all the French who belonged to the faction 
« of that Prince.” The ſame writer obſerves, that when this 
wretched being was examined by the Public Accuſer, he was 
aſked, © What were the motives of his pretended miſſion to 


% England?“ he anſwered “ It was known that I was intimately 


connected with the Party of Oppoſition. Pures cum paribus, 
ene 2 "Y | | + r Let 
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„ 
' Let the young Earls of Oxyroxp and Sur rok 
advert to the wretched ſituation of the Alu- 
Lons, the Liancovrs, the LaxRETRS, and 4 
long train of exiled nobles, who lately enjoyed all 
the comforts and luxuries which 'wealth can pro- 
cure, but who are now reduced to a ſtate of ob- 
Tcure indigence. Theſe unhappy noblemen were 
the. credulous victims of deſigning demagogues, 
who, as ST. Jus obſerved, ** talked of reform 
ce when they durſt not talk of revolution ;*” for, 
to quote RopESPIERRE, no conſpirators could 
< be formed unleſs. the word reform were to pre- 
t cede the word revolution “ Diſguiſe is the 
4 characteriſtic feature of conſpiracies. “ 


firſt of the two Earls has told us, indeed, that he 


learnt his principles “ from the acts and writings 


e of our anceſtors; .“ but, I apprehend, it would 


puzzle a much wiſer man than his Lordſhip ap- 
pears 

* « On parle de reforme quand on.n voſe pas parler de revolution.“ 
+ * On ne conſpireroit j jamais fi le mot reforme ne precedoit le 


© mot de revolution.” 


t: La caractere des conſpirations eſte deguiſement. „gr. Jvsr. 
— See ViLATE for tes Cauſes ſecretes de la Revolution de 9 au 10 
Thermigor. 


[] I know not from what maſter his Lordſhip learnt his S 


but he certainly did not learn his grammar from Biſhop LowrR. 


Some good-natured friend has adviſed this young nobleman to 
publiſh in the newſpapers what he calls an addreſs to the nation, 


which contains his proteſt againſt the proceedings of the Houſe on 


the rejection of / his motion on the 23d inſtant. This is the moſt 


curious paper I believe that was ever exhibited to public view. 


This noble Diſſenter cenſures Lord GRRXvILLx for preſuming to 


quote, in ſupport of his arguments, an Addreſs of the Houſe to 
bis Majeſty ; and yet makes no W to cite, in confirmation of 
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pears to be, to diſcover in either of thoſe teſpec⸗ 

table ſources any precedent for the extraordinary 
conduct obſerved by. the preſent Oppoſition on 
the ſubje& of the war. As far asI am acquainted 
with the character and conduct of out anceſtors, 
they ever confidered an Antigallican ſpirit as an 


honourable chataReriſtic of a Britiſh mind. 


* 


Im- 


preſſed with this ſentiment, they invariably re- 
fiſted the dangerous attempts of France to deſtroy, 
by extenſion of territory, and augmentation of. 
ſtrength, the balance of power in Europe; and 
nobly diſdained to ſacrifice the intereſts of their 


country to the arrogant pretenſions of an impla- 


cable foe, from the mean conſideration that refiſt- 


ance might be productive of difficulties and dan- 


his own a Speech of his Majeſty to the Houſe. He confidently 


aſſumes the office of Cenſor-General, arrogantly arraigns the 
wiſdom of his Sovereign in«he beſtowal of honours, and preſump- 
tuouſly declares, that certain newly-created Peers are wholly deſ- 


titute of merit. His Lordſhip aſſigns, as one reaſon for his 


„that “ the arguments advanced by him have never before 
e been e upon, even in debates ;” and infers, that becauſe 


they were not anſwered, they were perfectly unanſwerable,”— © 


Without preſuming to impeach either the accuracy of his aſſertion, 
the modeſty of his pretenſions, or the juſtice of his inference, I 
may he permitted to expreſs a hope, dictated by a regard for the 


advanced, they may never be advanced again— 


« Stat contra ratio, et ſecretam gannit in aurem; 
Ne liceat facere id, quod quis vitiabit agendo : 
te Publica lex hominum naturaque continet hoc fas, 
Ut teneat vetitos inſcitia-debilis actus. 


credit of the Senate, that, if his arguments' were never before 


The experienced orator was not aware, that his Philippic on tlie 


Conemanders If Boroughs was a libel on his political aſſociates. 


Aa 


gers 
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gers to themſelves. They would, probably, have 
agreed with the Noble Earl, that our preſent fitu- 
ation requires © the united energy and public ſpirit . 
* of the whole nation ;” not, indeed, to purchaſe 
a precarious reſpite from hoſtility by ignominious 
canceſſions, but to continue a juſt and neceſſary 
war, until peace can be concluded on a ſafe, 
Honourable, and permanent baſis. 

The Duke of NorxroLK has appealed to the 
authority of Lord CHATRHAM in ſupport of his 
remarks on the conduct of the war; why then 
will he not abide by the opinions of that able 
ſtateſman on the conditions of peace?“ Lord 
CrHaTHam would have rejected, with indigna- 
tion and diſdain, any propofition for the ceſſion of 
the Auſtrian Netherlands to the French; fince I 
Have ſhown, that ſo convinced was he of the 
danger arifing to our trade and commerce from 
their preſent extenſion of coaſt, that he abſolutely 
made the deſtruction of the harbour of Dunkirk . 
the ſine gud nou of accommodation. But, tempora 
mutantur, the French may now remain paſſive and 
ſecure their object without trouble or moleſtation; 
they find others to plead their cauſe and fight their 
battles for them. Lord Oxrorp and you tell 
them, that an immediate peace is neceſſary for 
our exiſtence; the Duke of NorroLK and Lord 
LanspowNns proclaim the impoſſibility of re- 
covering Belgium; and Mr. SuERIDAN and Mr. 
Fox charitably endeavour to prevent our Miniſters 
from affording that affiſtance to our Ally, which 
can alone enable him to defeat the ſchemes of our 

5 enemy, 
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enemy, and to create that diverſion of his forces 
which can alone ſecure our coaſts from the danger 
of invaſion. This conduct may be deemed 
patriotic, but, in times leſs refined, leſs enlightened. 
than the preſent, it would certainly receive a very 
different appellation. 
Your own efforts in the common cauſe will, no 
doubt, hereafter be remembered with gratitude. 
But, in the mean time, Sir, permit me to aſk you, 
whether the artifices which have been employed 
to provoke a forced circulation of your work, are 
ſuch as are conſiſtent with the dignity of your 
public character?“ As if determined to prove 
the juſtice of my ſuſpicion, that you wrote for the 
populace, and not for the people, a cheap edition has 
been announced, men have been hired to hawk 
it about at the coffee-houſes, and in the ſtreets, 
and not a retailer of ſeditious publications in the 
populous ſuburbs of the metropolis but proclaims 
the amplitude of his ſtock by a bill at his door, 
calculated, by its enormous ſize, to catch the 
eye of the paſſenger.—In ſhort, the very ſame 
manceuvres have been exerted to extend the ſale 
of your production as were uſed to circulate the 


* The public will be leſs ſurprized at the number of editions 
through which your work has ſo rapidly paſſed, when they are in- 
formed, that each edition conſiſted only of @ fourth part of the 
number which it is uſual to print; ſo that the fourteen editions of 
Mr. Buxxe's pamphlet would be equal to fifty-fix of your own, 
The public taſte, therefore, in this inſtance, is not ſo depraved as 
it appears to be.—The preſs, too, has been kept ſtanding, in order 
that any number of editions might be printed, without any ad- 

ditional ce to the publiſher, _ 
| wks v7 treaſonable 


Jody. 


treaſonable tracts of your client—that infamous in- 


cendiary Thomas Paine. You may, perhaps, find, in 


the approbation of clubs, and the applauſe of politi- 
cal aſſociates, a compenſation for the effect which 
ſuch conduct muſt neceſſarily produce on the 


minds of the ſober and rational part of mankind ; 
but you will do well to recollect, that ſelf-degra- 
dation is the forerunner of public diſgrace, and 


that the flames of popular rage have frequently 


conſumed the thoughtleſs patriot whoſe breath firſt” 
fanned them into life, 


. March 29, 1797. 
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